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Chronology of Birth Control 
Agitation Throughout World 


1798-1931 


1798: First edition, “Essay on Population,” by Rev. 
Thomas Robert Malthus, English clergyman and econo- 
mist, (1766-1834). 


1803: Second edition, introducing and emphasizing the 
need for prudential checks and late marriage to limit the 
birth rate. 


1821: James Mill wrote in “Encyclopedia Britannica” : 
“The grand practical problem, therefore, is to find the 
means of limiting the number of births.” 


1823: A small leaflet addressed to the married of both 
sexes, setting forth the economic burden of excessively 
large families, and describing with frank simplicity hy- 
gienic methods of preventing undesired pregnancy, was 
circulated in Manchester, England. This ieaflet became 
known as “The Diabolical Handbill,” and is generally at- 
tributed to Francis Place. 


1825: London: Richard Carlile published “Every 
Woman’s Book.” 


1830: New York: U. S. Senator Robert Dale Owen 
published “Moral Physiology,” advocating scientific and 
hygienic practice of contraception. Frances Wright made 
birth control part of her feminist program. 


1831: Beginning of decline in birth rate in France, 
due to artificial contraception. 


1833: Dr. Knowlton published in Boston, Mass., his 
“Fruits of Philosophy,” describing contraceptive methods. 


1841: Inauguration of Oneida (N. Y.) Community, 
founded by John Humphreys Noyes. Noyes wrote in his 
annual report: “We are opposed to excessive, and, of 
course, oppressive procreation, which is almost universal. 
We are opposed to random procreation. . . .We are in 
favor of intelligent, well-ordered procreation.” 
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1854: “The Elements of Social Science,” by Dr. George 
Drysdale, was published in London; the first complete 
presentation of contraception from the economic, philo- 
sophical and medical standpoint. 


1869: Through the efforts of Anthony Comstock of 
the Society for the Suppression of Vice, birth control was 
included in an obscenity law passed by the legislature of 
New York. During the following years many other states 
enacted laws of this type. 


1873: Through Comstock’s efforts Congress enacted a 
statute excluding information concerning contraception 
from the United States mails, and declaring such informa- 
tion illegal and obscene. 


1877: Charles Bradlaugh and Annie Besant distributed 
185,000 copies of Dr. Knowlton’s “Fruits of Philosophy” 
(Boston, 1833) in England. 


Trial and exoneration of Bradlaugh and Mrs. Besant 
for circulating “indecent” literature. Birth rate in Eng- 


land began to decline. Organization of the Malthusian 
League. 


1878: Imprisonment and fine of Edward Trulove, Lon- 
don publisher, for selling ‘““Moral Physiology” by Robert 
Dale Owen, Senator and U. S. ambassador to France. 

First birth control clinic in the world was opened in 
Ainsterdam, Holland, by Dr. Aletta Jacobs. Three years 
later Neiuw-Malthusiaansche Band began active work 
among the poor of Holland. 

1879: First number of “The Malthusian” published in 
London. - 

1880: D. M. Bennett, founder and editor of the “Truth- 
seeker” (New York), imprisoned for sending through 
mails a pamphlet on the population problem. 


1896: French League for Human Regeneration estab- 
lished in Paris by Paul Robin. 
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1900: First International Neo-Malthusian Conference 
held in Paris; organized by Paul Robin. 


1905: Second International Neo-Malthusian Confer- 
ence held at Liege, Belgium. 

1906: Chicago: Moses Harman, editor of “Lucifer,” 
after three previous imprisonments, was condemned at 
age of 75 to hard labor breaking stones in Leavenworth 
Prison for publishing a serious discussion of matrimo- 
nial relations. After release he founded the American 
Journal of Eugenics. 

1910: England: In his “Psychology of Sex,” Vol. VI, 
Havelock Ellis gave the stamp of his approval to birth 
control. 

1910: Third International Neo-Malthusian Conference 
held at The Hague. 

1911: Fourth International Neo-Malthusian Confer- 
ence held at Dresden on invitation from the German In- 
ternational Hygiene Exhibition. 


1912: Sir James Barr, in presidential address to Brit- 
ish Medical Association, endorsed hygienic prevention of 
pregnancy. Dr. Abraham Jacobi, in presidential address 
to American Medical Association, endorsed hygienic pre- 
vention of pregnancy. 

1912: Margaret Sanger, a visiting nurse in the East 
Side, New Yorke City, was awakened to the imperative 
necessity of spreading education to poor mothers. She 
lectured to mothers in New York and began scientific 
study of practical methods of birth control in France. 


1914: January: Mrs. Sanger announced a public cam- 
paign for birth control, based on grounds of economics 
and feminism. February: First issue of “The Woman 
Rebel” was published and barred from the mails. April: 
“Birth Control” was slogan coined to express the purpose 
and aim of campaign. The first American birth control 
organization was formed. September: Margaret Sanger 
arrested and indicted for advocating birth control, under 
Section 211 of Federal statute. (See 1873.) The case 
was dropped two years later. 


1915: Arrest of William Sanger for giving out a pam- 
phlet on “Family Limitation” by Margaret Sanger. Sen- 
tenced to serve ‘30 days in workhouse. November: Na- 
tional Birth Control League was organized. 


1915: Meeting called at Academy of Medicine by Drs. 
Jacobi and William J. Robinson aroused medical profes- 
sion to importance of birth control movement. 


1916: October 16: First American Birth Control Clinic 
opened in Brooklyn, N. Y. Arrest of Margaret Sanger, 
Ethel Byrne, and Fania Mindell for opening clinic. Sen- 
tenced to Blackwell’s Island. Released by Governor 
Whitman at end of 11 days. Kitty Marion and others 
imprisoned for distributing birth control literature. 

1917: “Birth Control Review” began publication (Feb- 
ruary). First efforts at legislation favoring birth con- 
trol in California. 

1917: April: Margaret Sanger imprisoned for 30 days, 
for opening first American Birth Control Clinic. Case 
appealed. 

1918: Germany: August: Meeting of 3,000 women at 
Hamburg adopt resolutions against proposed laws against 
dissemination of contraceptive information, declaring 
them an unpermissible invasion of the right of self-de- 
termination of mankind, especially that of women, 


1918: Judge Crane of New York Court of Appeals 
decided in the Sanger case that legally practicing physi- 
cians can give coontraceptive advice “for the protection 
of health and the prevention of disease.” 


1919: Organization in America of Voluntary Parent- 
hood League to repeal federal laws against birth control. 


1920: Repopulation propaganda begun by French Gov- 
ernment. A law forbidding the giving of information 
about contraception was passed. 


1921: Mothers’ Clinic for Constructive Birth Control, 
London, was established by Marie Stopes. A year later a 
society with the same title was formed. Organ: “Birth 
Control News.” 

1921: Opening of birth control clinic under auspices 
of Malthusian League, London—Walworth Birth Con- 
trol Centre. 

_ 1921: August: International conference on contracep- 
tive devices in Amsterdam, Holland. 

1921: American Birth Control League founded. First 
American Birth Control Conference, November, New 
York City. Public meeting at Town Hall announced in 
connection with conference stopped by police. 


1922: Mrs. Sanger made world tour for birth control. 
Beginnings of organization for birth control in Hono- 
lulu; Tokyo, Japan; Peking, China; and Delhi, India. 

1922: The Malthusian League became the New Gen- 
eration League. President Dr. C. V. Drysdale; organ: 
“The New Generation,” succeeding the old “Malthusian.” 

1922: The Fifth International Neo-Malthusian Confer- 
ence held in London, organized by Dr. and Mrs. C. V. 
Drysdale. 

1923: United States: First bills to legalize birth con- 
trol information introduced in Connecticut and New York 
legislatures. 

Clinical Research, Department of the American Birth 
Control League founded under Judge Crane’s decision 
(see 1918). 

Dr. H. G. Brainerd, President California Medical 
Association urged birth control and sterilization in presi- 
dential address. 

Judge Fisher of Chicago Circuit Court declared the issu- 
ing of a license for a free clinic in Chicago to be within 
the law. Decision disregarded by health officer. First 
private pay clinic founded in Chicago. By 1927 there 
were six clinics in Chicago. 

1923: Austria: Johann and Betty Ferch began birth 
control educational centres in Vienna and other places. 
By 1926 the number had risen to more than 30. 

1923: Mexico: New marriage law of Yucatan included 
birth control instruction in marriage license. 

1923: England: Rev. G. A. Studdert-Kennedy, King’s 
Chaplain, supported birth control at Congress of the 
Church of England at Lambeth. At same Congress Lord 
— of Penn, King’s physician, supported birth con- 
trol. 

British Association discussed birth control after paper 
by Prof. R. M. McIver of Toronto. 

1924: Clinical Research Department of the American 
Birth Control League reported its first 900 cases. 

Dr. William Allen Pusey, President American Medical 
Society, in his presidential address, urged the necessity 
of contraceptive work. 
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American Political Science Association, American Sta- 
tistical Society, American Sociological Society and Amer- 
ican Society for Farm Economics held a meeting on popu- 
lation at Chicago, at which the-principal speakers extolled 
the work of Malthus and urged necessity of birth control. 


1924: England: Deoutation headed by H. G. Wells and 
made up of women ot ‘.abor Party demanded of British 
Ministry of Health that birth control be made part of 
antenatal work at welfare centres. 


Birth control endorsed by Conference of Branches of 
Women’s Labor Party in London. Resolution asking that 
birth control instructions be given at welfare centres 
drafted for presentation to Labor Party convention. Not 
presented on account of fall of Labor Party Government. 
Workers’ Birth Control Group formed in England. 


1924: Denmark: Thit Jensen inaugurated educational 
campaign on birth control. Two birth control centres 
opened in Copenhagen. 

1924: Norway: Dr. Katti Anker Moller opened a clinic 
at Christiania. 


1924: Sweden: Dr. Alice Nielsen opened a birth con- 
trol centre in Stockholm. 


1925: United States: Sixth International Neo-Mal- 
thusian ard Birth Control Conference held in New York 
(March). International Federation of Birth Control 
Leagues formed, with C. C. Little, D.Sc., President of 
Michigan University as president. 

1925: England: The Committee on the Birth Rate of 
the National Council of Public Morals (England) made 
an unfavorable report on birth control but advised fur- 
ther investigation. 


Bishop of Birmingham (Dr. Barnes) advocated birth 
control. 


A special committee of the Society of Friends reported 
favorably on birth control. By the end of the next year 
there were reported more than 20 clinics in English cities. 


1925: India: Rabindranath Tagore announced his sup- 
port of birth control. Clinics for birth control were es- 
tablished in Bombay and Calcutta. 

1925: Mexico: President Calles was elected by the 
Federation of Labor vote. His Labor Government car- 
ried on a birth control clinic and printed and distributed 
200,000 copies of “Family Limitation.” 

1925: Japan: Clinics established in Tokio and Osaka. 

1925: British Labor Women’s Conference demanded 
birth control at welfare centres by vote of 854 to 6. Brit- 
ish Labor Party Conference defeated birth control resolu- 
tion by a close vote. 

1925: Italy: Mussolini’s government repudiated birth 
control. Later a law against birth control was passed 

1926: British House of Commons voted against intro- 
duction of Ernest Thurtle’s bill to authorize contracep- 
tive instruction at welfare centres. 

Lord Buckmaster introduced a like bill into the House 
of Lords. Passed by 57 to 44, April 28. 


British Association for the Advancement of Science 
discussed the problem of population and the food supply. 
Russia: Feb.: Leningrad Health Department, Section 


of Maternity and Infant Welfare, opened birth control 
clinic. 


Other such clinics have since been opened. 


1927: Aug. 31-Sept. 3—The First World Population 
Conference organized by Margaret Sanger, was held at 
Geneva, Switzerland, under the chairmanship of Sir Ber- 
nard Mallet, England. Steps were taken toward a per- 
manent organization (Population Union) for the study 
of population problems. 


England: Oct.: Labor Women’s demand that birth con- 
trol be adopted by Labor Party as party i debated and 
voted down at annual conference of Labor Party. 


Germany: Margaret Sanger visited Berlin and gave 
address under auspices of Association of German Medi- 
cal Women, Dec. 6. Birth control became live issue in 
medical journals. 


1928: Germany: July: First birth control clinic in 
Germany opened. 


Ireland: Spring: Irish censorship bill, most drastic 
measure against birth control in existence, introduced in 
Dail. Passed in 1930. 


Spain: First public discussions by scientific men, Medi- 
cal University of San Carlos, Madrid, of birth control 
and eugenics. Opposition forced later meetings to be re- 
stricted to pupils and professors. 


1929: Japan: Assistant Mayor of Tokyo announces 
policy of birth control as weapon against poverty. Con- 
sidering clinics in municipal health advice centres. 


U. S.: April: Clinical Research Bureau, N. Y., raided 
by police. Case dismissed. 


April: Federal Legislative Committee formed under 
chairmanship of Margaret Sanger. 


June: Central Conference of American Rabbis urged 
recognition of importance of birth control and recom- 
mended its study on program for following year. 


1930: England: Aug: Lambeth Conference, House of 
Bishops, Church of England, endorsed use of contracep- 
tives under conditions in accordance with Christian prin- 
ciples. Ministry of Health, in Memo. 153, permitted 
giving of contraceptive advice on medical grounds at 
maternity and child welfare centres. 


India: State birth control clinic comet in State of My- 
sore. 


U. S.: Presbyterian General Assembly special commis- 
sion on marriage, divorce and remarriage admitted de- 
sirability of restricting births under medical advice by 
contraceptive measures. 


U. S.: April: M. E. Church, Eastern Conference, en- 
dorsed birth control, recommending study. 


May: American Unitarian Association adopted resolu- 
tion at annual meeting endorsing birth control. 


Switzerland: Sept. 1-5: Seventh International Birth 
Control Conference. 

China: Two leading hospitals in Shanghai volunteered 
hospitals and staffs to conduct clinics and instruct doctors 
and nurses in contraceptive methods. 


1931; U. S.: The Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America, through its Committee on Marriage 
and the Home, with the approval of the Administrative 
Committee, made public a report approving ae control. 
The vote was 22 to 3, with 3 not voting. The minority 
held it to be “the plain Ang of the Pago Church, 
when control of is necessary, to uphold the 
standard of abstinence as the ideal.”—See 11, p. 128. 
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DLAI A LAMAN IS Cm EN 


What Congress Has 
About Birth Control Legislation 


v v 


1873: Following a long agitation by Anthony Com- 
stock, a famous New York reformer and vice crusader, 
Congress passed an act which was incorporated into the 
Federal Penal Code, Section 211. The text of this sec- 
tion follows: 


Sec. 211. Every obscene, ... or other publication of an in- 
decent character, and every article or thing designed, adapted, or 
intended for preventing conception or producing abortion, or for 
any indecent or immoral use; and every article, instrument, sub- 
stance, drug, medicine, or thing which is advertised or described 
in a manner calculated to lead another to use or apply it for pre- 
venting conception or producing abortion, or for any indecent or 
immoral purpose; and every written or printed card, letter, cir- 
cular, book, pamphlet, advertisement, or notice of any kind giving 
information directly or indirectly, where, or how, or from whom, or 
by what means any of the hereinbefore mentioned matters, articles, 
or things may be obtained or made, or where or by whom any 
act or operation of any kind for the procuring or producing of 
abortion will be done or performed, or how or by what means 
conception may be prevented or abortion produced, whether sealed 
or unsealed; and every letter, packet or package, or other mai! 
matter containing any filthy, vile, or indecent thing, device or 
substance; and every paper, writing, advertisement, or representa- 
tion that any article, instrument, substance, drug, medicine, or 
thing may, or can be, used or applied for preventing conception or 
producing abortion, or for any indecent or immoral purpose; and 
every description calculated to induce or incite a person to so use 
or apply any such article, instrument, substance, drug, medicine 
or thing, is hereby declared to be non-mailable matter and shall not 
be conveyed in the mails or delivered from any postoffice or by 
any letter carrier. Whoever shall knowingly deposit, or cause to 
be deposited for mailing or delivery, anything declared by this 
section to be non-mailable, or shall knowingly take, or cause to be 
taken, from the mails for the purpose of circulating or disposing 
thereof, or of aiding in the circulation or disposition thereof, shall 
be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than five 
years or both... . 


Sections 311 and 312 of the Criminal Code (1873) are 
as follows: 


Sec. 311. Except as otherwise expressly provided, the offenses 
defined in this chapter (Chapter 13) shall be punished as herein- 
after provided, when committed within any territory or district, 
or within or upon any place within the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States. 


Sec. 312. Whoever shall sell, lend, give away, or in any manner 
exhibit, or offer to sell, lend, give away, or in any manner exhibit, 
or shall otherwise publish, or offer to publish in any manner, or 
shall have in his possession for any such purpose any article of an 
immoral nature, of any drug or icine, or any article whatever, 


any card, ci « adverti 

kind, stating when, where, how or of whom, or by what means, any 
of the articles above mentioned can be purchased or obtained, or 
shall manufacture, draw or print, or in any wise make any of such 
articles, shall be fined not more than $2,000, or imprisoned not 
more than five years, or both. 


Done to Date VY VY 


_ 1909: Congress passed an act forbidding the importa- 
tion or interstate transportation of obscene literature, 
which became Sec. 245 of the Criminal Code. In 1920, 
by act of Congress, this section was amended to read as 
follows (present law, Act of June 5, 1920, Ch. 268, 41 
Stat. L. 1060): 


Sec. 245. Whoever shall bring or cause to be brought into the 
United States, or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, 
from any foreign country, or shall therein knowingly deposit or 
cause to be deposited with any express company or other common 
carrier, for carriage from one state, territory, or district of the 
United States or place non-contiguous to but subject to. the juris- 
diction thereof, to any other state, territory, or district of the 
United States, or place non-contiguous to but subject to the juris- 
diction thereof, or from any place in or subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States, through a foreign country, to any place in or 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof, or from any place in or subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States to a foreign country, any 
obscene, lewd, or lascivious, print, or any filthy book, pamphlet, 
picture, motion-picture film, paper, letter, writing, or r matter 
of indecent character, or any drug, medicine, article, or thing de- 
signed, adapted, or intended for preventing conception, or producing 
abortion, or any indecent or immoral use; or any written or printed 
card, letter, circular, book, pamphlet, advertisement, or notice of 
any kind giving information, directly or indirectly, v how, or 
of whom, or by what means any of the hereinbefore mentioned 
articles, matters, or things may be obtained or made; or whoever 
shall knowingly take or cause to be taken from such express com- 
pany or other common carrier any matter or thing the depositing 
of which for carriage is herein made unlawful, shall be fined not 
more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 


1914: Margaret Sanger, founder of the birth control 


movement in this country, began agitation to challenge 
the Comstock laws. - 


Two distinct opinions developed within the movement 
as to the character of amendment desirable: 


1. An “unlimited bill,” which would simply strike out 
the words “prevention of conception” from the statutes. 
With such an amendment anyone could impart informa- 
tion to anyone. 


2. A “limited bill” or “doctors bill,” based on the be- 
lief that only people trained to give instruction scientifi- 
cally should be legally permitted to do so, i.e., doctors, 
nurses and midwives. (Supported by Mrs. Sanger.) 

1922: Section 305(a) of the Tariff Act of 1922, as 
amended, prohibits the importation of “all drugs or medi- 
cines, and all articles, whatever, for the prevention of con- 
ception, or for causing unlawful abortion.” 


1923-24: An “unlimited bill,” removing the words “the 
prevention of conception” from the 1873 obscenity laws, 
was introduced in the Senate and the House, through the 
efforts of the Voluntary Parenthood League, Mary Ware 
Dennett, Director. In 1923 it died in committee without 
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a hearing. In 1924, known as the “Cummins-Vaile” bill, 
it came to a hearing but was killed without leaving com- 
mittee. 

1925:, Two medical bodies, The American Society of 
Gynecologists and Obstetricians and the Gynecological 
Section of the American Médical Association, passed 
resolutions favoring amendment of the law so that phy- 
sicians might legally give contraceptive information to 
their patients. 


1929: April 30: The National Committee on Federal 
Legislation for Birth Control was organized with Mar- 
garet Sanger as chairman. A proposed amendment later 
known as the “Doctors bill” was prepared. 


1930: May 26: The “limited bill” or “doctors bill” 
(S. 4582) was introduced in the United States Senate by 
Senator Frederick Gillett, Mass., Republican. (See text 
of bill below.) 


1931: Feb. 13: Hearings were held before a sub-com- 
mittee of the Senate Committee on the Judiciary on S. 
4582. Seven speakers were heard in favor of the bill, 
including Mrs. Margaret Sanger (the latter’s first appear- 
ance before a committee of Congress). 


1931: Feb. 14: Seventeen speakers, expressing opposi- 
tion to the bill, were heard. 


1931: March 4: The bill, still in committee, died with 
the expiration of the 71st Congress. 


v 


Text of Gillett Bill, S. 4582 


A BILL To amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as 
amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, 
as amended. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, t subdivision 
(a) of section 305 of the tariff act of 1922, as amended, and sec- 
tions 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as amended, are each 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following: “The provi- 
sions of this section shall not apply (1) to information relating to 
the prevention -f conception if published either within or without 
the United Stdses by any governmental agency, medical society, 
medical school, or medical journal, or if reprinted, after such pub- 





lication, by any person or organization whatever; nor (2) to such 
information if sent by any licensed physician, hospital, or clinic 
to any patient thereof, or to any other licensed physician, hospital, 
or clinic; nor (3) to information the name and address 
of any licensed physician, hospital, or clinic giving pepe vs relative 
to the prevention of conception, if physician, hospital, or clinic 
is situated in the State, Territory, District of Columbia, or fo: 
country to which such information is sent; nor (4) to any ancl 
instrument, substance, drug, medicine, or that may be used for 
the prevention of conception, if sent to any bona fide wholesale or 
retail dealer in medical supplies, or to any licensed physician, hos- 
pital, or clinic, or if sent by any licensed physician to any patient 
of said physician.” 


v 


Attitade of States 
Toward Birth Control 


I. Thirty-one States where physicians may legally give 
information on prevention of conception: 

Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, District of 
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Maryland, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Mex- 
ico, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 


II. Four doubtful States: 
Connecticut, Kansas, Massachusetts, New Jersey. 


III. Eleven States where physicians may legally give 
information on prevention of conception but cannot pub- 
lish such information: 

Arizona, California, Idaho, Maine, Michigan, Mon- 
tana, Pennsylvania, Washington, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Nevada. 

IV. Two States where physicians may legally give in- - 
formation on prevention of conception for cure and pre- 
vention of disease: 

Minnesota, New York. 


V. State where physicians may not give information on 
prevention of conception: 


Mississippi—E tracts, see 12 


, p. 128. 
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Should Legal Barriers Against v v 
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{PRO ¢ 


Birth Control be Removed? 





Federal Council of Churches 


IRTH control is nearing the status of a recognized 
procedure in preventive and curative medicine. 
Knowledge of contraceptives is also widely disseminated, 
and the question of their use has become one of great 
social importance. The public therefore has a right to 
expect guidance from the Church on the moral aspects. 


Physicians have long known that under certain physi- 
cal conditions of the mother, pregnancy is hazardous to 
mother and child, and that large numbers of women are 
so imperilled. Although there are few women who do 
not desire children, the fear of untimely pregnancy rests 
as a recurring anxiety upon most married women for two 
decades after their marriage. Even with a healthy mother 
and a sound inheritance of bodily and mental vigor on both 
sides, too frequent and too numerous pregnancies are to 
be avoided, as undermining the mother’s health and as 
taking her from the care of her living children. When 
the mother is not entirely well and the endowinent is not 
of the best, spacing and limitations are the more necessary. 


Economic considerations also enter into most cases, and 
in families where the mother must work outside the home 
the question ofthe number of children and of the inter- 
vals between them is most acute. Very large families tend 
to produce poverty, to endanger the health and stability 
of the family, to limit the educational opportunities of the 
children, to overstrain the mother and to take from her 
her own chance for a life larger than the routine of her 
home. 


The problems of overpopulation are also involved in 
the consideration of birth control. While overpopula- 
tion, with its consequent lowering of living standards and 
provocation to war, is not likely to become a general con- 
dition in this country for a considerable period, and, with 
the development of science and of more Christian stand- 
ards of production and distribution, may never become so 
acute as in many countries of the Old World, it is never- 
theless now pressing upon great numbers of homes in 
which the family is too large or the income inadequate. 


As to the necessity, therefore, for some form of effec- 
tive control of the size of the family and spacing of 
children, and consequently of control of conception, there 
can be no question. It is recognized by all churches and 
all physicians. 

Continued on next page 


+> COND 
Bishop Dunn 


HE pronouncement on birth control issued by the 

Federal Council of Churches of Christ of America 
calls for no statement from me, as the Holy Father in his 
recent Encyclical on Marriage has clearly and concisely 
given the Catholic teaching on the subject. “Since,” he 
says, “the conjugal act is destined primarily by nature for 
the begetting of children, those who in exercising it de- 
liberately frustrate its natural power and purpose sin 
against nature and commit a deed which is shameful and 
intrinsically vicious.” The essential difference between 
the Catholic teaching as contained in the above and that 
contained in the statement of the Federal Council is that 
according to the former contraception is intrinsically 
wrong, wrong in itself, and therefore can be justified by 
ne set of circumstances whatsoever. As the Holy Father 
says again, ‘“‘No reason, however grave, may be put for- 
ward by which anything against nature may become con- 
formable to nature and morally good.” In other words, 
the Pope says. in effect, that if a thing is wrong in itself 
it is wrong and that is the end of it. 


As a citizen of a country and a State that I love, I depre- 
cate a pronouncement lending aid and comfort to forces 
that will accelerate the downward trend in a population 
already in a virtual decline-—E-ztracts, see 8, p. 128. 


v 


Rev. Dr. Coughlin 


THs « question of birth control is nothing new. It 
was born, not because of a great moral issue but 
because of a matter of dollars and cents. Originally it 
was an economic issue. Its history has been tied up with 
the so-called science of political economy. And today it 
still is an economic issue. 


Plato and Aristotle for the Greeks urged the control of 
population in their communistic states lest the means of 
support from the soil be insufficient. This was the origin 
of perhaps the most heinous and vicious of sins. 


Let us not forget that in the days of Malthus (1798) 
the national credit was low * * * and the poor laws (of 
England) gave paupers’ doles and increased tremendously 
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There is general agreement also that sex union between 
husbands and wives as an expréssion of mutual affection, 
without relation to procreation, is right. This is recog- 
nized by the Scriptures, by all branches of the Christian 
Church, by social and medical science, and by the good 
sense and idealism of mankind. 


As to the method of control of conception, two ways 
are possible. One is the use of contraceptives, or methods 
other than abstinence, which may be classified as such. 
The other is self-control or abstinence for longer or 
shorter periods of time. Both may be considered as forms 
of birth control. 


As to the rightfulness of the use of contraceptives, 
Christian opinion is not united. The problem in its pres- 
ent form is a new one. The Scriptures and the ecumeni- 
cal councils of the Christain Church are silent upon the 
subject. The Church of Rome inflexibly opposes the use 
of contraceptives as contrary to Christian morals. In the 
Anglican communion opinion is sharply divided, as in- 
dicated by the fact that at the Lambeth Conference of 
1930 the resolution approving birth control under certain 
conditions was the only vote during the conference which 
indicated division of opinion upon a question of funda- 
mental importance. It is known that opinion in the 
churches of the United States is divided, as is also the 
medical profession, but nobody knows as yet the prevail- 
ing opinion. Under the circumstances, the problem re- 
quires unprejudiced study, and guidance should be sought 
from the Holy Spirit, the Lord and Giver of Life. It 
should be expected that guidance will find expression 
through the researches and experience of physicians and 
men of science as well as through the corporate conscience 
of the Church. 


The Committee is strongly of the opinion that the 
Church should not seek to impose its point of view as 
to the use of contraceptives upon the public by legisla- 
tion or any other form of coercion; and especially should 
not seek to prohibit physicians from imparting such in- 
formation to those who in the judgment of the medical 
profession are entitled to receive it. 


A majority of the Committee holds that the careful 
and restrained use of contraceptives by married people 
is valid and moral. They take this position because they 
believe that it is important to provide for the proper 
spacing of children, the control of the size of the family, 
and the protection of mothers and children; and because 
intercourse between the mates, when an expression of 
their spiritual union and affection, is right in itself. They 
are of the opinion that abstinence within marriage, ex- 
cept for the few, cannot be relied upon to meet these 
problems, and under ordinary conditions is not desirable 
in itself. 


That serious evils, such as extra-marital sex relations, 
may be increased by a general knowledge of contracep- 
tives must be recognized. Such knowledge, however, is 
already widely disseminated, often in unfortunate ways, 
and will soon be universally known. Guided by the past 
experience of the race as to the effects of scientific dis- 
covery upon human welfare, we should expect that so 
revolutionary a discovery as control of conception would 
carry dangers as well as benefits. Society faces a new 
problem of control with each fresh advance of knowledge. 
If men generally cannot properly use the knowledge they 
Continued on next page 
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the number of improvident marriages and illegitimate 
births and unemployment. 


One is not surprised that such a thing at last has even- 
tuated. Those of us acquainted with the activities of 
communistic doctrines in this country have breathed 
rather nervously at the activities of certain officials of the 
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America in abet- 
ting the doctrines of Lenin and of advocating the ideals of 
bolshevism.—E xtracts, see 9, p. 128. 





v 


Rev. Dr. Knubel 


T is of prime significance that the present agitation for 

birth controi occurs at a period which is notorious for 
looseness in sexual morality. This fact creates suspicion 
as to the motives for the agitation and should warn true- 
minded men and women against the surrender of them- 
selves as tools for unholy purposes. The duty of the 
Church is now possibly more than ever to proclaim the 
holiness of the sexual relation as well as temperance in 
the use thereof. There will then be no need for birth 
control.—E tracts, see 8, p. 128. 


W 


National Catholic Welfare : 
Conference—Wm. F. Montavon 


HIS bill (S. 4582) is a most subversive and an alto- 
gether impractical piece of legislation. 


No question is more vital to a nation’s life than the 
question of population, of family organization, of mar- 
riage, of the public attitude as expressed in laws on the 
sexual relations. Questions such as these demand the 
most thoughtful, the most careful, the most scientific con- 
sideration from every point of view of the Nation’s wel- 
fare. 


That this matter is deemed important by the people is 
evident from the vast body of legislation enacted by the 
States concerning it. 


This legislation is actually the result of the uninter- 
rupted study and experience of the legislative bodies of 
the States over a long period of years. 


The mind of the States, thus definitely expressed, should 
certainly be a guide to our Federal legislators. It has 
been so in this as in other matters. The law of 1873 
was a reflex of legislation already existing in the States, 
and its purpose was to su’ the States by having those 
superagencies, the United States mail, the interstate com- 
merce laws, and other Federal agencies, lend their mighty 
power.to what the States had decreed to be for the public 
welfare. This is a right and fundamental principle of 
our Nation—the Union of 48 sovereign States under one 
Federal Government. 

Continued on next page 
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acquire, there is no safety and no guarantee of the future. 
These members of the Committee believe that the unde- 
sirable use of contraceptives will not be indulged in by 
most people, and that if the influence of religion and edu- 
cation is properly developed the progress of knowledge 
will not outrun the capacity of mankind for self-control. 
But if the sex impulse and the use of contraceptives are 
to be kept under moral control, the Church and society, 
including parents, must give greater attention to the edu- 
cation and character-building of youth, and to the con- 
tinued education of adult opinion —E tracts, see 6, p. 128. 


Vv 


Committee on Federal Legislation 
for Birth Control—Margaret Sanger 


HE essential object of the Committee on Federal 

Legislation for Birth Control in supporting this bill 
is to amend the existing Federal laws which prevent the 
dissemination through the mails of information relating 
to the subject of contraception. We want to make it 
possible for motherhood to be conscious and controlled. 
We want to make it possible for mothers to have safe, 
scientific information to prevent conception so that they 
may regulate the size of their families, so that they may 
space out the number of children in the family in con- 
sideration of the mother’s health, of the father’s earning 
capacity, and of the welfare of each child. 


This is the first time that this particular kind of a bill 
has been introduced in the Senate. The reason it has been 
referred to as the doctor’s bill is to distinguish it from 
other pieces of legislation on the same general subject, 
especially one bill that was introduced in Congress in 1925, 
and known as the “open bill.” That bill aimed to take the 
whole subject of the prevention of conception out of the 
law, while this bill only asks that exceptions shall be made 
in these laws for physicians and for the regular practice 
of the medical profession. 


We not only want motherhood to be a conscious and 
controlled function but we want parenthood to be some- 
thing other than the consequences of a reckless, careless 
shiftlessness. We want parenthood to be regarded as a 
fine instrument, a noble trust, a splendid assignment, and 
it can be so considered when it becomes a conscious re- 
sponsibility. 


In the laws, which this bill, Senate 4582, will amend, 
contraceptive information has been classed with obscenity, 
pornography, and abortion. Information concerning con- 
traception does not belong there. 


Section 211 of the criminal code was passed by Con- 
gress in 1873 and at that time very little was known of 
the technique of contraception. Gradually knowledge of 
its importance has grown. The need for better informa- 
tion, for more scientific data on this important subject 
has been recognized. And there has gradually arisen in 
this country a movement in favor of birth control. We 
find today that parents consider birth control information 
not only a health measure, not alone an economic expedi- 
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This bill seeks to destroy that principle ; it seeks to make 
the Federal Government an opponent of the States, and 
establishes a conflict between Federal law and the laws of 
the States. This is the first point I wish to make. 


My second point has to do with the very wording, the 
make-up of the bill itself. In one paragraph it sweeps 
away an important provision of the tariff act. In another 
line or two it wipes out important clauses of our long- 
standing Federal Penal Code. 


On its face this is evidence of ill-considered, indefinite, 
sweeping destruction. It creates chaos, not order. It 
offers nothing that is constructive. 


It is not true to say, as the proponents of the bill have 
said, that this bill would place in the hands of the medical 
profession this grave matter of public morals. To know 
this we have only to refer to the bill. 


The first section of the bill relates to publications issued 
by any governmental agency, by any medical society, by 
any medical school, by any medical journal. The terms 
used are most general, none are defined or in any manner 
limited. What is more, the privileged institutions need 
not be subject or amenable to the laws of any State or of 
the Union. They may be domiciled within or without the 
United States ; and any publication discussing the preven- 
tion of conception issuing from any one of these institu- 
tions, domestic or foreign, or any reprint of any such 
publications, without any further consideration, without 
consulting with the medical and social authorities of our 
own country, is by a decree of Congress to be given the 
right to trample on the laws of our country and of all the 
States, with no restraint and without regulation. To en- 
force such a statute would be a tyranny unequalled in 
our history. 


The second section is no better than the first. It is 
worse in that it provides for the practice of medicine, for 
advertising and soliciting in a manner contrary to the 
standards of professional ethics maintained by health 
institutions and members of the medical profession under 
the laws now in force. It gives encouragement to any 
institution or practitioner to engage in the business of 
preventing conception in contravention of laws and regu- 
lations which the people have set up for the protection of 
health and morality. 


What is even more, this second section prepares the 
ground for the organization, on an international scale, 
of a vast league of clinics and practitioners engaged in the 
business of preventing conception and of perverting youth 
through the spread of contraceptive propaganda. It gives 
to such a league and its members a specially privileged 
status in the Federal laws not enjoyed by any group of 
medical practitioners. 

The third section opens the door to a form of solicitation 
which the medical profession has never been willing to 
accept in our country as correct professional conduct. 


The fourth section provides for the shipment of contra- 
ceptive substances and devices to druggists and even to 
individuals in States where the laws prohibit their sale or 
distribution. It gives the protection of the United States 
mail and of the interstate commerce laws to a bootleg 
trade in instruments commonly condemned in the laws as 
destructive of morals. 

This bill offers no protection, it provides no program 
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ent; but a principle of social welfare by which the future 
advancement of the individual and the country itself is 
safeguarded. : 


These laws which we are trying to amend have made 
no exception in their prohibitions for literature of a sci- 
entific character. Nor have they made an exception for 
the physician in his regular practice, or for hospitals or 
clinics, or for patients of these hospitals or clinics or 
physicians, or for the general and proper distribution of 
medical supplies. 


These laws interfere with the importation of articles, 
and of the results of research which is undertaken in 
other countries. Such data and such results of labora- 
tory research would be of great assistance to the medical 
profession of this country in the proper functioning of 
their profession. 


These Federal laws interfere with the proper dissemi- 
nation of information to prevent conceptior in 47 States 
of this Union although there are already laws in those 
States enabling physicians to give advice to patients in 
their regular practice and there are in this country today 
over 50 legally operating birth-control clinics distributed 
over 12 States. These birth-control clinics are medically 
established and medically directed, and have been organ- 
ized solely for the purpose of giving contraceptive in- 
formation by the medical profession. 


The bill that we are advocating asks that the Federal 
laws which it would amend shall not apply to any licensed 
physician or hospital or clinic when the desired informa- 
tion has been published in the United States or without 
the United States by any governmental agency, medical 
society, medical school, or medical journal, nor shall it 
apply to reprints after such publication. This bill also 
asks that the name and address of any physician, hos- 
pital, or clinic where such birth-control advice is legally 
given may be sent through the mails. 


There is nothing in this bill which makes it mandatory 
or compels anyone to use this knowledge of contracep- 
tion. There is nothing in this bill which makes any 
physician read such literature or which makes anyone 
apply for such literature, but we do ask for the thou- 
sands, and even hundreds of thousands, of mothers who 
in many cases are inarticulate to ask this for themselves ; 
we ask that thesé mothers have the right to go to their 
physician, to apply to their hospitals or clinics, and get 
proper scientific information suitable for their individual 
requirements. 

This bill leaves the law exactly as it was, except that 
we remove the subject of the prevention of conception 
from the clause relating to indecency, obscenity, and por- 
nography, and place it in the hands of the medical pro- 
fession, where it rightfully belongs. We fully concur in 
the prevention of the distribution of pornographic or ob- 
scene literature. We believe, however, that it is unfair 
to classify medical and scientific information or literature 
in this class and that it places a great hardship upon the 
general practice of the medical profession and upon our 
welfare agencies. The effect of keeping these laws on 
our statute books is to increase the surreptitious circulation 
of unscientific or harmful information which tends to in- 
crease crime and to multiply abortions. 


It is also roughly estimated that, since that law was 
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of guidance, no standards whatever in this matter whereby 
the coming youth of our country will be impressed by the 
or of those duties which most affect the Nation’s 
welfare. 


Where in all this is there anything to justify the title 
of “Doctor’s bill” that has been given to this bill by its 
proponents? The project has not the support of any out- 
standing body of medical men in our country. 


I will quote briefly from a letter signed by William C. 
Woodward, M.D., L.L.D., director of the bureau of legal 
medicine and education of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation: “Propaganda in support of this bill, S. 4582, re- 
fers to it as our ‘Our doctors’ bill.’ To prevent any mis- 
understanding, you are informed that the American Medi- 
cal Association has taken no part in the preparation of this 
bill or in procuring its introduction. The association has 
expressed no opinion with respect to the principles and 
purposes of this bill.” 


Third. This bill being one which relates to the health 
and physical well-being of every citizen, no action on it 
can properly be taken until the medical profession and the 
health authorities of State and Nation have been con- 
sulted and publicly indorse that action. 


Fourth. This bill would facilitate and encourage the 
distribution to every part of the country of obscene and 
indecent publications. In his latest annual report the 
Postmaster General comments in no uncertain terms on 
the danger already existing. This bill would open the 
floodgates and would irremediably injure the morals along 
with the health of the Nation. 


Fifth. As American citizens we can not neglect to— 
we would be false to our duty as citizens if we did not— 
implore our legislators to sustain the highest moral prin- 
ciples in that Federal legislation which. expresses the 
standards of us as one nation and one people. In every 
man’s experience nothing is more vital than a high esti- 
mate of these things, which, after all, are most funda- 
mental with all of us. 


The family is the basis of society. The dignity of men 
and women is the foundation stone of social order. These 
standards run through every phase of the Nation’s life— 
educational, economic, patriotic. We surely will make no 
mistake to be careful, well-informed, if we seek to see to 
it that we injure none of the forces that must be kept 
vigorous for the Nation’s life. Haste, da, half- 
baked measures, are ever to be shunned. To direct the 
future of the Nation, even in the smallest way, is an obli- 
gation that calls for all the study and care at our command. 


Religious leaders are not alone in their opposition. The 
American Gynecological Society, at its annual meeting in 
1927 adopted the following resolution: 


“Resolved That in its final analysis the question of birth 
control is essentially a medical problem. The American 
Gynecological Society is not sponsoring, nor does it in- 
dorse, the efforts of any lay organization to amend the 
Penal Code to remove any restrictions that exist that 
hamper..medical practice.” 

No subsequent action has changed this position taken 
in 1927. 

One may with justice ask how far government may go 
in directing and molding by law the moral life of the 
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passed, over 15,000,000 children have passed out of life 
during their first year of infancy, many of them were 
children born in conditions of poverty and their mothers’ 
ill health. A great majority of them may have been living 
today had their mothers had a chance to recuperate from 
the ordeal of previous pregnancy instead of using up the 
capital of the child before it was born. 


The inference has been, and it has been constantly 
stated, that the bill that we are proposing would open the 
United States mails and common carriers to pornographic 
and obscene literature. I deny that allegation. I think 
that such statements wilfully misrepresent what this bill 
specifically intends to do. It is untrue to say that the bill 
would practically remove all existing restriction. We only 
ask that the medical profession in this country should have 
the right to receive contraceptive articles and literature, 
and that medical journals should have the right to issue 
such articles, which are almost always of a scientific na- 
ture. I should think that the medical profession would 
resent the statements that the articles which we are asking 
to have legally sent through the United States mails are 
articles that might be designated as pornographic and ob- 
scene. I should think that was and should be considered 
an insult to the profession. 


I want to call attention to two of the resolutions that 
have been passed by branches or departments of the 
American Medical Association. The American Medical 
Association itself has not taken a stand on this bill, but 
I wish to point out that two of its principal departments 
or sections have put themselves on record in favor of the 
principle of this kind of legislation. The first resolution 
was passed by the section on obstetrics, gynecology, and 
abdominal surgery at Atlantic City, May 29, 1925: 


“Resolved, That we hereby recommend the authoriza- 
tion of existing laws wherever necessary so that physi- 
cians may legally give contraceptive information to their 
patients in the regular course of practice.” 


Further, the American Gynecological Society at the 
same time indorsed the following amendment to the exist- 
ing Federal laws: “Standard medical works, standard 
medical and scientific journals, and reprints therefrom, 
which contain information with reference to the preven- 
tion of conception are not nonmailable under this section.” 


Now, these are the two departments or sections of the 
American Medical Association most intimately concerned 
with the question of contraception, with child bearing. 
and with mothers’ and women’s health. 


When the American Federation of Labor went on rec- 
ord, as far as the letter read at the hearings in Congress 
was concerned, it referred to a bill of 1925, a bill that was 
not sponsored by the committee that supports Senate bill 
4582 now. This is the first time that this bill has ever 
been introduced in the Senate, and the opposition of the 
Federation of Labor was directed to another kind of bill 
entirely. This bill asks only that the medical profession, 
medical books, journals and reprints therefrom, and 
articles designed for the prevention of conception, used 
by the medical profession in hospitals, clinics, and so 
forth, shall have the right to use the United States mails 
and common carriers. 


A circular sent out by the National Catholic Welfare 
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people. Of one thing, however, there is no question. 
Government has the solemn obligation to regulate, con- 
trol, and where necessary, remove whatever weakens or 
hinders or tends to destroy public morals and above all 
the morals of the young. 


I have referred to legislation related to this matter al- 
ready in force in the States. This legislation in a large 
number of States is prohibitory. Its chief and most im- 
portant feature, however, is not prohibition. This legis- 
lation is constructive and not destructive. It undertakes 
to give practical support to fathers and mothers in their 
efforts to protect their sons and daughters against what 
would undermine morals and weaken and destroy the 
vigor of manhood and the purity of womanhood. Efforts 
to destroy this legislation have been and are being made. 
None of these efforts have been successful. The enact- 
ment of this bill would give to these efforts at destruction 
the powerful aid of Federal prestige and of great Fed- 
eral agencies. 


A most important objection to S. 4582 grows out of 
the fact that it is an unjustified invasion of the States for 
the very purpose of nullifying this legislation —E-tracts, 
see 1, p. 128. 


v 


Representative Norton 


CHALLENGE the statement that thousands of 
women are sponsoring this bill. 


It is a fact that a very small percentage cf women know 
anything about it. 

Paid lobbyists of the Birth Control League should not 
be confounded with the fine womanhood of America, the 
vast army of mothers, who consider the bearing of chil- 
dren their greatest privilege—the pressure of a baby face 
against their own, the highest form of earthly happiness. 


Marriage is, or should be, a sacred thing. It is con- 
cerned with love, purest love, and it is a fact that the more 
— it entails, the-greater amount of happiness re- 
sults. 


The advocates of birth control would have you believe 
that children are an affliction; a liability; enervating and 
many other horrible things, when, as a matter of fact, 
they are the greatest gift of God. I say this, not theo- 
retically, but from personal knowledge. 


You have only to search the records and you will find 
throughout the world that the happiest family is the large 
one. In this class you will discover fewer divorces; 
greater contentment; more normal conditions, mentally 
and physically. You will also find that many world 
leaders have come from the ranks of the large family. 


The dissemination of birth control literature would be 
wieght if men and women would practice self-con- 
trol. 


The proponents of this bill insist that this information 
is to help the feeble-minded. 


Does anyone believe that any kind of information 
would help the feeble-minded ? 
Continued on next page 
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Conference stated that this bill was drafted and intro- 
duced at the request of the Voluntary Parenthood League. 
That statement is untrue. This bill is sponsored by the 
Committee on Federal Legislation for Birth Control, and 
it has not been endorsed by the Voluntary Parenthood 
League at all. 


I have never sanctioned nor given permission for the 
use of my name nor indorsed any article on contraception. 
Nor have I allowed the use of my name for any commer- 
cial purposes whatsoever, and I protest against the state- 
ment and the insinuation that certain devices and medical 
supplies have my name or my sanction. Something was 
said here this morning about the Soviet Government of 
Russia approving of birth control. The whole birth-con- 
trol movement was begun in this country in 1914 before 
there was a Soviet Government, and indeed I feel highly 
complimented if we have been able to bring sane, safe, and 
constructive ideas about the control of population to the 
Soviet Government. 


Not only governments like Russia, but the British Gov- 
renment has also gone on record through certain of its 
departments as approving of the practice of birth control. 
Just within the last year the Lambeth Conference in Eng- 
land sanctioned the right of individuals to practice birth 
control according to their conscience. 


The British Medical Association has also gone on rec- 
ord in favor and the Ministry of Health in England has 
approved the practice of allowing the patients who come 
to the maternal and infant welfare centers to have contra- 
ceptive advice by Government authority. 


The controversy really concerns the question of dif- 
fering methods of birth control. The method of self- 
control recommended by some is open to them. They 
may use such methods. We are not imposing any method 
upon any individuals. There are said to be 120,000,000 
people in this country, and I suppose that a large part of 
that number, perhaps 15,000,000, we will say to be gen- 
erous, or even 20,000,000, are Catholics, but there are 
105,000,000 left who are non-Catholics. They are not 
imposing any legislation upon the Catholics. We in no 
way try to inflict our ideas upon them. They have a per- 
fect right to use the method of self-control if they wish, 
but we do believe that we have just as much right under 
the Constitution to enjoy health, peace, and the right to 
the pursuit of happiness as we see it. 


The group at the hearings who represented perhaps 
certain moral organizations of the country, seem to me 
to be like the boy who is whistling to keep up courage. 
No doubt there has been a falling away from grace, we 
might say, in the past several years, and they who rep- 
resent such moral standards must see that they have failed 
to a considerable extent when we consider that they have 
had so much power. is | have had the laws with them, 
the wealth, the press, and yet they have come today to 
say they are afraid of the morals of their people if they 
have knowledge, if they do not continue to be kept in fear 
and ignorance. Then I say their morality is not very deep. 


We have birth-control clinics that are legally operating 
throughout the United States, and in almost every one of 
the birth-control clinics we have the same records. Women 
come to us, regardless of religion, desperate women, 
women trying to live decently, trying to avoid the condi- 
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Is it not a fact that their condition of mind would pre- 


er from grasping the significance of the informa- 
ion! 


Is it not also a fact that if the medical men of the coun- 
try believed in spreading birth-control information, they 
would be the first to come forward to indorse this bill? 


Instead of so doing, we find the distinguished men and 
women of the profession arrayed against it. 


It is said continually that this information is necessary 
to the poor. I resent such an implication and challenge 
its honesty. 


A large percentage of the great men and women of this 
country were born poor. Instead of this being a handicap, 
their condition of birth was a blessing, for it fired them 
with the ambition that is always necessary to achieve. 


A few days ago we celebrated the birthday of a great 
American—Abraham Lincoln—one of a large family 
whose forebears were considered to be ignorant—the 
kind of people this bill is supposed to help. Will any 
person contend that eugenics could have produced a 
greater mind or heart? 


He is but one example of a long list of distinguished 
men and women, drawn from the of the poor, whose 
contribution to our beloved country has placed it fore- 
most in the world. 


The proponents further contend that they are con- 
cerned with the healtk uf women. Surely they must know 
that nothing abnormal and contrary to the laws of nature 
will tend to safeguard the health of any woman. 


I could tell you of a number of women, personally 
known to me, who have borne large families and have 
reached middle life healthy and fine looking. 


I could also tell you of a great many others, who have 
had but one child, who are approaching middle age men- 
tally and physically unfit. 


All of which should prove that the number of children 
a woman bears probably plays a less important part in 
her physical life than many other causes. 


If she does not conscientiously fulfill her obligation to 
herself, to her husband, and to her country, she has missed 
the surest road to a contented, happy life—E-xtracts, see 
1, p. 128. 


Internat’! Federation of Catholic 
Alamnae-- Rita McGoldrick, LL.D. 


PROTEST in the name of the 80,000 members and 

500 federated high schools and colleges of the Inter- 
nationalFederation of Catholic Alumnz the far-reaching 
and dangérous amendment which the birth-control ad- 
vocates propose to have added to the tariff act of 1930 
and to the Penal Code. 


It is hard to believe that any group of intelligent men 
Continued on next page 
































— —acteas ce eaaay 
ms Worete.. ee, 4 
: 

ae 














































































































































































































































































































4 PRO > Sanger Cont'd 


tions that unwanted pregnancy and too frequent preg- 
nancy bring. These women come in equal proportions. 
It runs about 33 per cent Protestant, 32 per cent Catholics, 
and 31 per cent Jewish women. They all come with the 
same cry, “Give us a chance to space our children. It is 
not that we do not love children, because we do love 
them; but because we want to give them a better chance 
than we have had, and we know that another child born 
into this family only deprives the children that are already 
here of a decent living with the ideals that we have for 
them.” 


Further, when you get 570 Catholic women in one clinic, 
with 497 of them confessing abortions, I say that it is 
time for us all to consider this problem intelligentiy. It 
is time for us all to consider a fundamental need, the fun- 
damental question that is involved here. Catholic women 
are no different from any other women. It is all the same, 
The great majority of women who come to birth-control 
clinics are seeking some means of controlling the size of 
their family because heretofore they have had to resort 
to these harmful methods. This is what we are trying to 
eliminate. We are trying to save mothers from this great 
hardship, from this unnatural ordeal. In the past many 
women who desired to control the size of their families 
have had to resort to an interruption of pregnancy, a 
method of which we disapprove, and which this law is 
going to do away with eventually, I am quite certain. 


We want children to be conceived in love, born of par- 
ents’ conscious desire, and born into the world with healthy 
and sound bodies and sound minds.—E-ztracts, see 1, p. 
128. 


v 


Rabbi Sidney Goldstein 


Te first point that I should like to stress is that this 
piece of legislation does not compel anyone to adopt 
a mode of conduct that is contrary to his own conscience 
or to the teachings of his own church. It simply permits 
those who believe in contraception to secure the informa- 
tion that they want and that they desire, that they need, 
in a purely legal way. In other words, I believe it should 
be classed in what you call permissive and not manda- 
tory legislation. 

Another point that I should like to make is that we 
are considering a piece of social legislation and therefore 
should consider it not in the light of the theology of any 
church but solely in the light of social welfare and social 
progress. The records of the Children’s Bureau of the 
Federal Government prove beyond all question that the 
death rate of children in families that are large is very 
much higher than in families that are small. Through 
birth control we would save many children. Through 
birth control we would also preserve mothers who at the 
present time die because of too many and too frequent 
confinements. 


The absence of birth control is very frequently the 
cause of social distress. That point I think will be con- 
firmed by everyone who is interested in social conditions 
and in the care of those who come to us in the social 
agencies. I could present to you record after record that 

Continued on next page 
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and women would seriously offer an amendment as sweep- 
ing in its possibilities for malicious harm as this one. 

This amendment breaks down all postal restrictions 
against the dissemination of birth-control propaganda. 
It allows free shipment through the mails of those arti- 
cles of which a refined woman does not choose to talk 
before me. Its clear meaning is thinly camouflaged with 
medical terms and high-sounding clinical references, 
which mean nothing. 

Analyzing the sentences simply as one does for boys 
and girls in school, the first clause says: That information 
relating to the prevention of conception may be reprinted 
by “any person or organization whatever.” A good 
teacher of English would describe “whatever” as an all 
embracing word. The amendment protects nothing by 
stating that the original article must be printed by a “gov- 
ernmental agency, medical society, etc.” What do they 
mean by. a “governmental agency”? That might include 
this District automobile license bureau, or the President’s 
Farm Relief Board. That is pretty loose construction for 
an amendment that aims to limit the birth of the citizens 
of this Nation’s next generations. 


Clauses 2 and 3 break down the last barriers against 
free information by doctors on this subject, which opens 
a staggering complication for those States where the 
promiscuous dispensing of contraceptive information by 
physicians is forbidden. In my own State of New York. 
for instance, this raises a nice legal difficulty. We think 
that at the present moment this country has quite enough 
untangling to do with Federal amendments that conflict 
with State laws without adding another staggering bur- 
den to so many States. 


Clause 4 is almost childlike in its naive presentation. 
It tells us that any article, instrument, substance, drug, 
medicine, or thing—thing, if you please—to be used for 
the prevention of conception may be sent through the 
mails to any bona fide wholesale or retail dealer in medi- 
cal supplies, or to any licensed physician, hospital, or 
clinic, or, if sent by any licensed physician to any patient 
of said physician. Why do you suppose that the physi- 
cian has to be licensed and the retailer only bona fide? 

Why, your shoemaker or the neighborhood bootlegger 
could open a new and highly pvofitable branch of trade 
by announcing himself henceforth a “retailer in medical 
supplies.” He could very easily and cheaply lay in a 
supply as a side line for what law is there to say what 
constitutes a bona fide retailer? That would be a tempt- 
ing new form of racket with plenty of money in it, for 
the articles which this amendment suggests are sold with 
a profit that rises from one to five hundred per cent. Any 
druggist will give you enlightening wholesale figures on 
these. It seems to us that we have rackets enough to care 
for just now in this country. 


I am the wife of a doctor, and happily the mother of 
five children. We have ideals of character and citizen- 
ship for our children as a few other millions of parents 
in this country also have. We object with all the force 
that is in us to having the mails of this country thrown 
open to every vile ‘of sex literature. For how could 
it be controlled ? en the dam breaks, the flood comes 
through, and in this instance it must be a turgid and pol- 
Sark — leaving pestilence in its wake—E rtracts, see 

, p. 128. 
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would prove that families are in distress today, many of 
them solely because the families are too large. 


When the earning power of the father remains sta- 
tionary, as it does, and the number of children increases, 
as it does, there is only one thing that can happen to the 
standard of living. It must go down, and as it goes down 
the families come to us for aid, and we are ashamed to 
say that many social agencies today are maintaining fam- 
ilies as they are increasing because they are not free to 
give this information that would prevent further birth 
of children in these families. 


There is also another very important point to consider, 
and that is the relationship of birth control to this crisis 
of unemployment. The seven million people and more 
who today are out of work in America are out of work 
for many reasons. Some of them are out of work because 
they are engaged in seasonal occupations. Some of them 
are out of work because of the complete dislocation of our 
economic life, and I think it is only fair to say that a very 
large number—we estimate about 2,000,000—are out of 
work at the present time because they are no longer 
needed in industry. The new methods of industry, inven- 
tion and mass production and efficiency, of course make it 
unnecessary for us to have as many workmen and work- 
women as we used to have. In other words, we are de- 
veloping what might be called the surplus working popu- 
lation in this country and in others. 


There is only one way in which we can possibly deal 
with the problem fundamentally, although, of course, there 
are other ways in which we might be able to solve it. We 
can reduce the hours of work. In this way we distribute 
the work among the workers. We can also absorb the 
surplus workers in new industries, as we have done during 
the last 25 years in the automobile industry and the elec- 
trical industry; but at present there are no new indus- 
tries upon the horizon, and the probabilities are that in 
America we shall have a large number of people out of 
work permanently because there are no jobs for them. 


The one way of meeting that problem is through birth 
control, or the control of the birth rate. I see no wisdom 
in bringing into the world more men and women than can 
find jobs and maintain themselves decently and in self- 
respect upon a normal level of life. 


I should like also to say this, that birth control will not, 
as so many fear, lead to race suicide. There are a great 
many who think it will, because it controls the birth rate. 
The fact of the matter is that in Holland, where birth 
control has been in operation for over 50 years, the birth 
rate has gone down, but at the same time the death rate 
has gone down, and at the present time there is still a 
large margin between the birth rate and the death rate. 
What we ought to remember is this, that the population 
is not made up of those who are born but is made up 
of those who survive. 


Another point that I think we ought to keep in mind 
is this, that birth control will not lead to immorality, as 
so many people insist. That has been discussed, but I 
should like to add this one word, that I have personally 
made a study of the families in which birth control is an 
acknowledged procedure, the families of doctors and ot 
lawyers, and of ministers, and of legislators; and I find 
that in these families in which birth control is an acknowl- 
edged and accepted procedure that the standards of life 
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TES reasons for rejecting the Gillett birth control bill, 
Senate bill 4582 are: 


1. Because birth control measures have been rejected 
year after year in New York and the other States as con- 
trary to sound public policy. 


2. Because the bill is ethically indefensible. It seeks 
to spread information for birth-control practices which are 
immoral in the extreme and utterly unjustifiable on any 
theory of right morals. 


3. Because the bill is biologically harmful. Heredity 
strongly favors the third, fourth, or fifth child born to a 
given couple, rather than the first or second, which are 
peculiarly apt to inherit some of the commonest physical 
and mental defects. 


_ 4. Because the bill is medically perilous. Eminent phy- 
sicians attest that interference with the procreative func- 
tions induces many diseases. 


_5. Because the economic reasons advanced for such 
birth-control legislation are specious but unsound, over- 
worked but untrue. The place to deal with poverty is in 
the factory, not in the home. The poor need economic 
justice, not birth control. 


6. Because the bill is based on sociological premises 
that are false. The fear of overpopulation is unreasonable 
and unscientific and contrary to fact with our birth rate 
very near that of France right now. 


7. Because the bill is educationally unsound. Instead 
of teaching strong vigorous self-mastery, it weakens self- 
control, undermines self-respect, and encourages false 
attitudes in the people in regard to sex relations. 


8. Because such legislation is contrary to genuine public 
welfare. We would not think of legalizing information 
to promote prostitution or solitary vice. Information to 
promote race suicide is just as antisocial. 


9. Because the bill would tend to seduce the young. Its 
inevitable effect would be to spread moral corruption 
among our youths, and bring about sex anarchy. Sex 
—o, is already a serious threat to our boys and 
girls. 


10. Because the present protective laws are the one de- 
fense of clean, wholesome national life. To repeal them, 


or to impair anything of their vigor and force, would be 
national suicide—E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


Vv 


National {Council of 
- Catholic Men—Charles F. Dolle 


SPEAK as the representative of the National Council 


of Catholic Men. This organization is one branch 
of the lay organizations department of the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference. 

I speak, by authority of our executive committee, not 
only in behalf of those who have directly communicated 
their protest against this measure in the manner in which 
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are no lower than in the large families in which birth 
control is not practiced. On the contrary, in the smaller 
families there is less vice and less poverty than in the 
eee in which the birth rate is unregulated and uncon- 
tro. x 


The standards of life are not determined by conception 
or by contraception ; they are determined by the education 
that we receive and the consecration of spirit of the father 
and the mother and the children together. 


I should also like to add this, that in our judgment birth 
control is not contrary to the laws of God, as is so fre- 
quently said. Birth control is contrary to two commands 
that are found in the Bible, or one command that is found 
in two places—increase and multiply—but I call your at- 
tention to the fact that the first time this creed occurs is 
in the first chapter of the book of Genesis, when there 
were two people in the Garden of Paradise; and the sec- 
ond time it occurs is just after the flood when there were 
only eight people upon the face of the earth. 


At the present time I think the statisticians will agree 
that there are something like 1,750,000,000 people on the 
face of the earth, and we ought to consider seriously the 
possibility of limiting population in view of the circum- 
stances in the midst of which we find ourselves. 


Finally, while birth control is contrary to the laws of 
some States and contrary to the laws of the Federal Gov- 
ernment today, as American citizens we feel that it is our 
right to plead for an amendment or a repeal of laws that 
we believe to be contrary to social welfare and to social 
progress. That is why we ask Congress to consider favor- 
ably this proposed amendment to the law of the Federal 
Government in order that men and women who are mar- 
ried may secure scientific instruction in contraception 
from those who are licensed to practice and competent to 
give information.—E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


4 


Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick 


VIDENTLY it is high time for those whose domi- 

nant interests lie in the realm of ethics and religion 
to be outspoken about the vexatious and highly controver- 
sial subject of birth control. Religion has so commonly 
resisted extension of the scientific control of life that it 
has become a habit. The idea, however, that contracep- 
tive information, being here, will not spread, percolate into 
one stratum of our population after another, be used 
ignorantly or wisely but be inevitably used, is of course 
unthinkable. The familiar putting of the question, there- 
fore, “Do you believe in birth control?” reflects a serious 
misapprehension of the issue. Birth control in this re- 
gard is much like automobiles. They are not primarily 
to be believed in or disbelieved in. they are here; they 
are being used ; they will be used. The only real question 
is, “How will they be used?” 


At present, with the optimistic cheerfulness that char- 
acterizes prosperous America in dealing with so many of 
her problems, most folk whom I observe are employing 
the ostrich policy with reference to birth control. They 
know it is here. They know that some people who ought 
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I have stated, but also for the great body of Catholic 
citizens of this country. These are taught by the precepts 
of our church to abhor the practices this bill would sanc- 
tion if enacted, and believe this bill is an assault of the 
high ideals and principles of morality they hold. They 
believe that they have a right to look to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to uphold our country’s traditional standards of 
morality and protect all from the demoralizing influences 
which would be certain to follow the removal of the pro- 
hibition against the importation into this country of con- 
traceptive literature and instructions, articles, and drugs, 
and remove the prohibition against the dissemination of 
information concerning the use of such instruments, arti- 
cles, and drugs by means of the United States mails. They 
look with amazement at the bold efforts made by the 
sponsors of this measure to put the seal of Government 
sanction upon the practices which this bill, by its neces- 
sary implications, would affect. 

Upon these general grounds, the organization which I 
represent, and its affiliated societies and Catholic citizens 
generally, protest against the enactment of this bill. 


They point out further that the form in which the 
measure is drawn is particularly reprehensible. This 
must be obvious from a mere reading of the bill. 


In its first exception to the present tariff act and the 
sections of the criminal code which it would amend, the 
bill would authorize anyone to reprint and to circulate in- 
formation relating to the prevention of conception pub- 
lished, either within or without the United States by a 
“governmental agency, medical society, medical school, or 
medical journal.” And it would allow any person to re- 
print such material from a reprint of it after publication. 


Thus the sponsors of this bill have put into it a pro- 
vision which would not only open this country in the 
widest possible manner to the unrestricted, open traffic 
in the things now wisely prohibited by the act as an aid 
to the promotion of a , moral ciitzenship, but it would 
actually give Government sanction to a flood of indecent, 
pornographic literature to be !aid at the door of every 
home in the country by persons ready to engage in the 
traffic of these things——E-xtracts, see 1, p. 128. 


Vv 


National Council of Catholic 
Women—Agnes G. Regan 


HE National Council of Catholic Women, represent- 
ing 4,000,000 or more Catholic women of the United 
States, earnestly protests the passage of Senate bill 4582. 


This protest is based on recognition of the fact that 
the laws of nature and of God are violated by the use of 
artificial methods for the prevention of conception. 

That the amendment to the tariff act would permit the 
importation into this country of literature and material 
which we believe to be subversive of morality. 

That through the amendments to the Criminal Code 
the United States is asked to open the gates that such 
literature and material may flood the land. 

Continued on next page 
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to have reliable contraceptive information are not getting 
it, and that many who have no proper business with it are 
getting it; and yet they resist with active antagonism or 
laggard apathy any endeavor to pass decent laws. 


As an excuse for this obscurantist attitude ore fact can 
be pleaded; contraceptive information is dangerous. Of 
course it is. All power is dangerous because it can be 
misused, and misused power causes endless misery. To 
suppose, however, that because power is dangerous, 
mankind, having once gotten its hands on power, 
will surrender it for fear of its peril, is a vain expecta- 
tion. From education to airplanes all sorts of things are 
dangerous that no one is proposing to suppress. Sup- 
pression is only befuddling the situation, driving it under 
ground, preventing healthy and normal ethical teaching 
about it, and the longer suppression continues the worse 
the situation is going to be. 

Instead of further suppressive measures a positive at- 
titude is urgent, if we are to arrive at any hopeful out- 
come. For one thing, the constructive social service to be 
rendered by the right use of birth control is immense in 
extent and in importance. This should be made a matter 
of widespread public education. The population problem 
is the basic problem of the world, and if it is not well 
handled no other social problem can at all be solved. No 
permanent help can be given to China, for example, until 
the pressure of her surplus population on the means of 
subsistence is relieved. And to say that this can be done 
indefinitely by improving methods of agriculture without 
lessening the rate of population increase is to fly in the 
face of known facts. 


Sooner or later even the United States will pass its op- 
timum mark in population, after which all increase in 
numbers will mean decrease in standards of living. We 
cannot go on conquering famine and scourge, encouraging 
preventive and curative medicine, quelling war, improv- 
ing conditions of human survival—in a word, lowering 
the death rate and increasing the birth rate—without some 
compensating influence. Birth control is a godsend in- 
dispensable to the world’s future. What is needed is not 
suppression of the information, but wise instruction as to 
its meaning for the race. 


As to immediate measures of philanthropy, a well-in- 
structed person who knows the problem presented under 
present economic conditions by the old and much-lauded 
household of a dozen children, must welcome the relief 
offered through contraceptive information. A huge fam- 
ily of children under the present conditions is not vir- 
tuous but anti-social. To have as many children as can 
be well brought up, to space them with due regard to the 
mother’s health, to have them come when they are wanted 
and because they are wanted—to encourage, in a word, 2 
sane, scientific control over this most important part of 
human life—is the ideal. 


As for problems of individual ethics which this new 
information involves, we must face them and not dodge 
them. Suppression will do no good, for it is suppressing 
nothing but knowledge, light, and candid thought. Chil- 
dren of this new generation who have been trained in a 
code of honor involving the existence and the right use 
of birth control will be less likely even than their mid- 
Victorian parents to treat the matter lightly or to be be- 
guiled by fools. 

Continued on next page 
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The right to reprint authorized articles by an organiza- 
tion or individual removes the medical control claimed by 
proponents of this measure. 


The right unrestricted of transmission to any whole- 
sale or retail dealer in medical supplies carries with it the 
right of advertisement and of public display. Visualize, 
if you will, the windows of innumerable drug stores 
throughout the land were this measure to be approved. 


The proponents claim that they are not promoting what 
is now known as birth control—arguing that the practice 
is already widespread—that they are seeking to safeguard 
the practice. Do they believe that putting, as the measure 
would, the stamp of approval on contraception by the 
Congress of the United States, would deter people mar- 
ried or unmarried from securing and making use of such 
information? Are there no licensed quacks? Is not the 
medical profession today concerned with the futility of 
controlling practitioners of this type? 


The religious and spiritual aspect of this propaganda 
has been lauded. May I quote from the report of the 
American Association for the Advancement of Atheism 
which stated that “birth control is practical atheism.” 
Dean Inge is quoted as favoring contraception, and his 
article in the December, 1930, Atlantic Monthly would 
seem to justify this claim. I would like to quote the 
tragic note with which this article closes: 


“In the very difficult problem which has been the sub- 
ject of this short paper, my own opinion is that we have 
in our hands an instrument which is capable of being 
turned to great good and still greater evil. It may be so 
used as to further the cause of social hygiene, which in- 
deed can hardly be advanced without it. * * * Or it may 
be an instrument of moral dissolution and racial suicide. 
In any case it has gone much too far to be checked. * * * 
We must face the problem without squeamishness and 
without prejudice, but with the conviction that there are 
established moral laws on which humanity cannot turn 
its back with impunity.” 

Could there be any more candid confession? The quo- 
tation speaks for itself—E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


Vv 


The Woman Patriot 


1. We oppose S. 4582 because it would break down 
four Federal laws directly, and laws of all States in- 
directly, in order to legalize and license a particularly 
vicious and dangerous form of admitted “bootlegging” 
that has always been connected, both in law and in fact, 
with the promotion of obscefity and unchastity. 


On this point we rest our proof entirely upon the state- 
ment and publications of advocates themselves of the 
proposed amendment and upon the well-known present 
provisions of our Federal and State laws. 


2. We oppose S. 4582 because it would license every 
quack in the world associated with any “governmental 
agency, medical society, medical school, or medical jour- 
nal” to use the United States mails and our interstate 
commerce to advertise for, advise, and prescribe for 
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That the new knowledge is power, and that this power 
can be rightly or wrongly used, must become a recog- 
nized element in the ethical training of our children. There 
is no escape from this problem, or from this situation. 
The pathos of the situation is that while we allow the 
most salacious plays and magazines to circulate. undis- 
turbed, we shut out serious sex instruction from many 
of our schools. It is silly and dishonest obscurantism 
which more than any other single factor is bedeviling the 
situation. 

Meanwhile, the conservatively shocked and troubled 
souls, who find relief in attacking birth control and ap- 
plauding assault of the police upon it, may as well make 
up their minds that contraceptive information is here, 
that it is being used and will increasingly be used; that 
its misuse can wreck our morals, devastate our homes, 
and despoil our nations; that a right employment of it 
can be of profound personal, marital, and racial benefit, 
and that so serious a problem as this cannot be solved by 
suppression.—E tracts, see 2, p. 128. 


Vv 


J. Whitridge Williams, M.D. 


HAVE had for many years charge of the obstetrical 

department of the Johns Hopkins Hospital and the 
University. In the practice of medicine we have condi- 
tions which distinctly contraindicate repeated pregnancy, 
and it is the doctor’s duty as much to prevent disease as 
to cure disease, and one of our great means of preventing 
disease is to advise those suffering from it to avoid the 
condition which we know accentuates the disease, and that 
is the doctor’s plea in a great part for the prevention of 
conception. 


A doctor who has this information and does not give it 
can not help feeling that he is taking a responsibility for 
the lives and welfare of large numbers of people. 


I have been in the Johns Hopkins Hospital for over 40 
years, and I have watched these things pretty carefully 
and each succeeding year I became more and more con- 
vinced of the necessity of giving such advice under cer- 
tain circumstances and each year we learn that under cer- 
tain conditions pregnancy does great harm. 


I want to give the advice and I can give it perfectly 
well in Maryland, but if I want to send it to a woman in 
another State, I can not do it. 


Some years ago, when we organized in Baltimore a 
birth control clinic, we wanted to import from Europe 
certain contraceptive devices because they were better 
and cheaper than the ones we could buy here and Judge 
Moses of Baltimore and I made an appointment with Mr. 
Camp, who was then the Commissioner of Customs. He 
received us very kindly here in Washington, talked very 
nicely to us, read us the law, and said there was no pos- 
sibility of importing such things even for scientific pur- 
poses, and that according to the law they were to be de- 
stroyed on the dock whenever found. 


The result is that a huge bootleg trade has developed 
in all devices and everybody knows it, and you only have 
Continued on next page 
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“patients” in the United States—without holding a medi- 
cal license in any State of our Union—to experiment, for 
gain, upon all American residents who can be misled to 
believe by propaganda that free love can be made safe 
by = “information” and devices this bill would legalize 
or sale. 


3. We oppose S. 4582 because immediately after any 
quack on earth connected with any “governmental agency, 
medical society, medical school, or medical journal” at 
Moscow, Madagascar, or any other place “within or with- 
out the United States” shall publish “information”—any 
information—“relating to the prevention of conception” 
it may be “reprinted, after such publication, by any per- 
son or organization whatever,” for any reason whatever, 
from the profitable promotion of trade in pornographic 
literature to the design to corrupt and revolutionize our 
American system of family life to further the cause of 
communism. 


These objections summarize our opposition —E ztracts, 
see 7, p. 128. 


v 


Howard Kelly, M.D. 


HAVE practiced medicine 50 years, beginning in 

Johns Hopkins in 1893. I began my practice of medi- 
cine on the plans of Colorado, as a cowboy, and have had 
a great deal of experience with the matters in hand. I 
feel that I speak for the enlightened conscience today of 
the Christian people, Protestant as well as Catholic, against 
an endeavor to break down the sanctity of the most inti- 
mate of human relationships. 


My plea is wholly on moral grounds, that morality 
which separates man from the beast. If there is no God 
in Heaven and no higher standard than mere human de- 
sire, I would remain silent but for the infinite degrada- 
tion of womanhood entailed by the proposition before us. 


The proper standard is self-control. It is often alleged 
that that is impossible. That allegation is an insult to 
the voluntary celibacy of all the priesthood. It is an insult 
to our naval men who go abroad for long periods of time. 
It is an insult to all those men who go on traveling expedi- 
tions, whether on business or go to the other side of the 
waters for pleasure. 


Doctors have been able to give advice in the past with- 
out restraint or restriction and will continue to do so, such 
advice as may be necessary. In my long experience I 
never had an occasion to write a letter in any single in- 
stance. Such matters are talked over together with the 
patient, between the patient and the doctor, at the time the 
doctor is making his examination and going into the his- 
tory of the case. 

It has been speciously applied to the poor that they 
ought not to produce large families. There are doubt- 
less those here who have looked up this matter, whether 
from this or another standpoint, who could point out at 
once the distinguished men who have come of poor fam- 
ilies. 

I think that married life itself brings opportunities for 
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to study the history of what is happening in your own 
acquaintance to see that this information and these de- 
vices are widespread. 


Some time since, I read an article on the scientific men 
of America, a study of the families of the men, profes- 
sors and scientists, listed in the American Men of Science. 
In this were studied the families of the men whose wives 
had passed the child-bearing period, and it was found that 
those of the present generation averaged about two and 
seven-tenths children per marriage, whereas their parents 
averaged five or six, and that is a fairly good demonstra- 
tion to me that these things are in pretty general use. 
This is public knowledge to a great extent, and we have 
tried by the present laws to check something which we 
can not check, and I, as a doctor, am interested in seeing 
that the women under my charge get the proper advice 
and that it can be given legally —E-xtracts, see 1, p. 128. 


v 


Rev. Charles Francis Potter 


HERE has recently been a marked increase in senti- 

ment in favor of birth control, not only on the part 
of the general public as indicated by the rapid growth of 
the number of birth-control clinics and the number of ap- 
plicants at the clinics, but also on the part of the moral 
and spiritual leaders of the country as revealed by the 
many clergymen and religious groups who have put them- 
selves on record in the matter. 


The Southern California and the New York Eastern 
Conferences of the Methodist Episcopal Church recently 
indorsed birth control. So did the American Unitarian 
Association and the Universalist General Convention. In 
June, 1929, the Central Conference of American Rabbis 
came out for it, and in July of last year as conservative a 
body as the great Lambeth Conference of Anglican Bish- 
ops, including 320 bishops from America, the British 
dominions, and all of the world, by a majority of 
3 to 1, agreed that birth control was a matter for the in- 
dividual conscience, since the morality of it depends upon 
the motive. This decision of the Lambeth Conference is, 
as Dean Inge remarked in the Atlantic Monthly, “a rec- 
ognition of a great change in public opinion on this sub- 
j ect.” 


What are the reasons which have led these moral and 
spiritual leaders to recognize the morality of birth con- 
trol? I wish to summarize them briefly under eight heads. 


First. Birth control is better for the child. Birth con- 
trol, enabling the proper spacing of children, reduces the 
infant mortality and gives each child a chance. Every 
social worker knows that lack of home training and lack 
of home support of school training is responsible for the 
largest percentage of juvenile delinquency. 

Second. Birth control is better for the mother. There 
are thousands of women who, for lack of knowledge of 
methods of contraception, suffer all their adult lives from 
the burden of excessive child-bearing and its after effects. 
Every woman has a right to know and employ any dis- 
covery of science which she believes will make her a more 
efficient mother, a more helpful wife and her use of which 

Continued on next page 
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restraint that are not found in single life at all, and, after 
all, a nation is great according not to its opportunities for 
self-indulgence but for the exercise of restraint, and the 
greatest lesson of life comes from the constant exercise of 
due restraint in all our relations to our fellow men. 


My first and last appeal is to that instinctive moral sense 
which marks a truly Christian community. Let us not 
for a moment forget our mothers, sisters, sons, and daugh- 
ters and the little prattling grandchildren who will be pro- 
foundly affected by our stand taken today. Security and 
sanctity and honor of the home is the one great bulwark 
of our Nation. —E-ztracts, see 1, p. 128. 


vw 


Dr. George Hermann Derry 


ENATE bill 4582 involves issues and economic con- 
siderations of the most vital character which are not 
so self-evident as might be supposed. A full realization 
of their importance depends upon a sustained effort to un- 
derstand the complex background of the problem of popu- 
lation. An exaggerated concern for the welfare of the 
individual often leads the so-called social reformer into 
the sponsorship of the most ill-advised programs. The 
trend of population growth in the Western World at this 
time is clearly destined to have serious consequences. 
This country furnishes no exception. The trend in ques- 
tion is linked up unmistakably with the implications of 
this bill. 

The decline in the birth rate of this country over the 
past 15 years, for which there are comparatively reliable 
figures, is assuming alarming proportions. In 1915 there 
were 25.1 births per 1,000 of the population. In 1929 
the number had fallen to 18.9, a drop of 24 per cent. The 
reason for this precipitous decline is to be sought in the 
widespread use that has been made of the devices for 
which legislation is sought in this bill. Advocates of per 
missive legislation argue that, although the birth rate has 
fallen, the death rate has also dropped, so that the main- 
tenance of the increase in our population is assared. This 
assumption is not supported by facts. The birth rate has 
declined, as I said, 24 per cent since 1915. During the 
same time the death rate has fallen 12 per cent. 

The fact is that the population of this country has al- 
ready reached the state where a stationary and then a de- 
clining population are imminent. It may strike some that 
such a statement is hardly warranted. e explanation is 
that our birth rate and death rate are deceptive because of 
the age distribution of our population. We have in this 
country a disproportionately large number of persons of 
those ages at which reproduction is possible. This has 
been due to the immigration of young adults and the 
higher birth rates of a generation ago. At the same time, 
there have been a comparatively small number of persons 
at those ages, beginning about 50 years, at which death 
occurs most frequently. The consequence is that our 
birth rate has been higher and the death rate Icwer than 
it would have been had be had a more even distribution 
in our age composition. The effects of our present age 
composition will wear off within a few years. Births will 
automatically; drop and deaths will increase, simply be- 

| Continued on next page 
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will give her children a better preparation for the inevita- 
able struggles of life. 


Third. Birth control is better for the father. I want 
to speak a word for the young fathers whom I have seen 
in my 25 years’ ministry reduced to discouragement and 
despair because of the increase in the size of their families 
to the point where they are unable to provide properly for 
them. They sink into debt and after awhile see their 
wives chronically ill and the children either in institutions 
or growing up wild. I have seen many families wrecked 
which I know I could have saved, had the laws of my 
country permitted me to do what other countries do per- 
mit, namely, to direct the young couple to sources of 
information about contraceptive procedure. And any 
minister of experience will corroborate that statement if 
he tells the honest truth. 


Fourth. Birth control is better for the community. I 
am firmly convinced that a very great part of our social 
burden of maintaining institutions for the maladjusted 
and the criminal could be lifted if birth control were 
legalized. 

Fifth. Birth control tends to prevent war. The bird 
of war is not the eagle, but the stork. The hazards of 
human life have been reduced to such an extent that 
populations increase unchecked by the diseases and epi- 
demics which once raged. Nations expand beyond the 
ability of their own land to sustain them. They demand 
room for expansion and colonization, and the result is 
war. The practice of birth control enables a country to 
limit its population to the size indicated by its natural 
resources and the best health and welfare of its citizens. 


Sixth. Birth control tends to prevent abortions. The 
prevalence of the practice of abortion in this country is 
alarming. Estimates by social observers run as high as 
2,000,000 a year. There is little doubt that the knowledge 
of contraception prevents the practice of abortive meas- 
ures, and a country which declares contraception illegal 
is morally responsible for the prevalence of this undesir- 
able method of preventing the arrival of children, resorted 
to by desperate wives who know that the addition of an- 
other child to the family will mean disaster. 


Potter Cont'd 


Seventh. Birth control encourages earlier marriage. 
My experience in watching the lives of our young people 
leads me to state that the fear of having children before 
they are able to provide properly for them prevents young 
folk from entering the married state, with the result that 
social evils increase due to perfectly natural causes. 


Eighth. Birth control substitutes the higher morality 
of intelligent responsibility for the lower morality induced 
by fear of consequences. There are those who oppose 
birth control because they fear that knowledge of contra- 
ceptives will encourage young people to indulge in pre- 
marital sex experiences. There is no use blinking the 
fact that such knowledge is dangerous. But all knowledge 
is dangerous; all power increases the opportunity for 
evil. The remedy for the evil is not to be found in deny- 
ing access to knowledge. That simply results in the boot- 
legging of inaccurate knowledge and dangerous devices. 
The real remedy is found in education for responsibility. 
When men and women are kept moral through fear and 
ignorance, they are not really moral... 


After all, since the whole matter is womaa’s most vital 
Continued on next page 
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cause there will be fewer persons of reproductive age and 
more people above the age of 50 where death is most fre- 
quent. Doctors Dublin and Lotka have shown what our 
birth rate and death rate of 1928 would be were it not for 
our favorable age composition. Eliminating the effect of 
age composition, the birth rate of 1928 automatically drops 
from 19.7 to 17.3 per 1,000 of the population, and the 
death rate rises from 12 to 15.6. Since 1928 the birth 
rate has fallen further, and it becomes evident that within 
a comparatively few years deaths will exceed births. 


A different approach to this problem has been made by 
Robert R. Kuczynski, of the Brookings Institution, which 
tells essetitially the same story. His method consists in 
a calculation of the extent to which mothers of today are 
furnishing future mothers. In this way, one is assured 
whether there will be a deficit of mothers in the next gen- 
eration. If today mothers are failing to bear enough 
daughters to replace themselves, then obviously a decline 
in population is indicated. According to calculations made 
upon this basis, 1,000 American mothers are now bearing 
infant girls at the rate of about 1,100 a year. It must be 
remembered, however, that all of these infant daughters 
are not going to reach the age at which child bearing is 
possible. Others will not marry and still others will be 
incapable of child-bearing due to structural or functional 
infecundity. Taking account of these elements, we are 
justified in concluding that 1,000 American mothers are 
today bearing not more than 900 future mothers, a deficit 
of fully 10 per cent. With the greater encouragement to 
childlessness and the limitation of families to one or two 
children, which the provisions of this bill offer, there is 
definite assurance that the trend in our population must 
remain downward. If it were not the sharpest criticism 
that can be made of scientific up-to-dateness, one might 
take the time to offer convincing evidence that the schol- 
ars whose research and standing counts for most in the 
world today have given up any apprehensions that may 
have haunted their predecessors as to conceivable condi- 
tions of overcrowding two or three millennia from now. 
It is utterly futile to discuss the pressure of population 
upon space, food, fuel, or the like, when there is no in- 
dication that any prospect whatsoever exists for over- 
crowding, with the trend what it has been for some years 
in Europe and America. 


This is not a purely demographic situation with which 
we are confronted. Before many years have passed, the 
trend of population in this country will manifest itself 
with no uncertainty in every phase of our economic life. 


It can be expected that the agricultural problem will 

even more troublesome than now. Dr. O. E. Baker 
of the Department of Agriculture wrote recently that “A 
stationary population in the United States would have 
serious consequences for the American farmer, whose 
production has increased probably’ over 50 per cent in 
the last 10 years. A decreasing population would be a 
calamity if present conditions of production persisted and 
larger markets were not found.” 


There are many other factors which ought to be taken 
into consideration by any committee undertaking to legis- 
late on a matter of this kind. The whole economic life 
of this country, in the last analysis, depends upon the 
rate of growth of its population. The rapidity of our 
economic progress since the American Revolution is ex- 
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concern, what the opponents of birth control are really 
arguing for is the keeping of women in ignorance and 
fear so as to make them moral. When women werfe seek- 
ing equal educational opportunities and when they were 
asking for the vote, the same argument was used—that 
the increased power would tend to make women immoral. 
It seems incredible now that that argument was used, and 
it will seem equally incredible in the future that in the 
year 1931, as late as that, there were those who tried to 
enforce morality on women by keeping them ignorant and 
holding it illegal for women to use a practice which they 
knew was for the best interest of the family —E-tracts, 
see 1, p. 128. 
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Gay Irving Burch 


S secretary of the Committee on Birth Regulation 

and Cooperation with Physicians of the American 
Eugenic Society, and as executive secretary of the Popu- 
lation Reference Bureau in New York City, I am in a 
position to know the need for Senate bill 4582 and what 
position many population authorities, eugenists, and medi- 
cal men in these professions approve of such legislation 
as Senate bill 4582. 


During the past seven years I have specialized on the 
problems of population and eugenics, and my studies have 
led me to the conclusions that in countries, classes, and 
races where population has deen rationally and eugenically 
controlled by the general spread of contraception by quali- 
fied physicians there has generally resulted a low death 
rate and a low infant mortality rate, less poverty, better 
housing, less undernourishraent, less child labor, better 
health, fewer crimes, and a higher per cent of the popula- 
tion married. 


It has been advanced that if such legislation as Senate 
bill 4582 were to modify our present statute and the medi- 
cal profession were allowed to use the mails to instruct 
its members in contraception that immorality would in- 
crease. Such a statement is not only an open insult to 
the medical profession of this country but to its general 
population, and to such countries as Holland, England, 
Germany, the Scandinavian countries, in short, to prac- 
tically every civilized people in the world. Furthermore, 
it can be definitely shown that the practice of contracep- 
tion has stimulated the marriage rate, reduced abortion, 
prostitution, and a number of other socia! irregularities 
which are the very roots of immorality. Nor is this state- 
ment an idle fancy; rather it has been testified to by such 
internationally known personalities as Lord Dawson, 
physician to King George; Dean Inge, of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, and a number of presidents of the American 
Medical Association. 

Ignorance of contraception among the lower classes of 
the population which our present Federal Statutes in 

uestion aggravates, not only encourages breeding from 

e lower strata, but this ignorance causes population 
pressure that makes international conflict unescapable to 
a progressive nation. If war fails the ulation is ex- 
posed to famine and pestilence. In other cases uncon- 
trolled breeding leads to revolution within the country. 
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plainable largely in terms of the rapid creation of a con- 
suming market within the country; and this we owe, of 
course, to the factor of population. 


A shrinkage of population represents not only a cur- 
tailment of consuming power but an impairment of the 
capacity to produce. Increase in individual productive 
capacity has been derived solely from the fact that the 
increase in our population has supplied two things alto- 
gether indispensable—the steady expansion of the reser- 
voir of labor available for industrial specialization and 
the equally steady expansion of the consuming market. 
If this process is reversed, the economic system will have 
to be adjusted to a condition of shrinking vclume of pro- 
duction. Large-scale production will give way to smaller 
scale production, representing the elimination of many 
economies which are possible only in the realm of mass 
production. This must ultimately result in the produc- 
tion of fewer commodities, at higher costs, which will 
mean a real loss to the consumer. 


There seems to be no other conclusion than that a de- 
cline in building operations and the gradual slowing down 
of the industrial system, consequent upon a decline in 
population, will lead to lower levels of profits, interest, 
rents, and wages. 


The supporters of birth control have come to view the 
quanitative aspects of population according to the theory 
that there is a definite ratio of population to resources, 
which provides the largest individual share of the total 
available wealth and income. A population larger than 
the so-called optimum population will mean a per capita 
income, less than would have been possible if the popula- 
tion had been smaller ; or again, the smaller per capita in- 
come may reflect a population so small that the total na- 
tional income is smaller than it would have to be to 
assure a maximum per capita income. 


At best this optimum theory is a mere concept which 
defies anything approaching the mathematical precision 
attributed to it. But even if the calculation were possible, 
how could an optimum population be maintained? The 
optimum presupposes that the birth rate shall not rise 
above nor fall below a certain point. With the unre- 
stricted traffic in the wares which this bill aims to legalize, 
what guarantee is there that the birth rate of this Nation 
will not continue to fall? There is no such guarantee and 
no one can furnish such a guarantee. 


The advocates of birth prevention strive to justify their 
position upon the ground that the quality of our popula- 
tion can be improved. Increasing emphasis has been 
laid upon this aspect of the problem in recent years, due 
no doubt to the realization that already the ill-effects of 
population decline are coming to be more generally rec- 
ognized by reputable economists. It is equally futile to 
anticipate that the legislation proposed in this bill could 
redound to the betterment of the race. Not enough is 
yet known about the transmission of innate qualities to 
justify a step such as is here proposed in the form of a 
deliberate pronouncement of public policy recognizing and 
sanctioning the furnishing, to all who apply, of means to 
achieve prevention of births. Even if our knowledge of 
heredity were precise in every respect, certainly this legis- 
lation would not lead to the rearing of children by just 
those persons who are considered best equi to do so. 
Have the advocates of this bill informed of 

, Continued on next page 


qs > 























4 PRO_> Barch Cont'd 


Where we find high and uncontrolled reproduction we 
practically always find social unrest and danger of con- 
flict. This is true of such countries as Italy and Japan 
today, as it was of Russia and Germany before the World 
War. The Balkan States and Russia, where high birth 
rates are usual, are the danger spots which keep the en- 
tire world anxious. China and India are prostrate from 
overpopulation. 


At the present time the upper classes of the population 
have the initiative and resources to evade the law and 
receive contraceptive instruction from their private phy- 
sicians. The lower classes, however, have neither the 


initiative nor the resources to evade the law, and physi- 


cians will not risk their professional standing by unlaw- 
fully giving contraceptive instruction to charitable patients 
in public clinics. 

Perhaps the greatest opposition to Senate bill 4582 will 
come from certain organized religious groups. Led to 
believe that the Scriptures condemned contraception, we 
studied the eutire Bible for the special purpose of verify- 
ing this impression. We were, however, somewhat sur- 
prised to discover that there was not one single passage 
in the Scriptures that condemned contraception. On the 
other hand, we did discover passage after passage that 
described in the most forceful manner the crying need 
for a safe and effective method of contraception. A little 
personal investigation can easily verify these facts to the 
unbiased mind.—E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


v 


The Junior League N. Y. C. 


THe Junior League of the city of New York is over- 
whelmingly in favor of the doctor’s bill. We feel 
that the giving of contraceptive information is a necessary 
part of the practice of medicine and that physicians should 
not be hampered in the receiving of scientific information 
and in the sending of it to their patients who may be in 
real need of it. 


Our work in the settlements and hospitals in New York 
City, where we come in contact with the poorest classes, 
has shown us the absolute necessity of this bill. 


We have 2,700 members and we are overwhelmingly in 
favor of the adoption of this bill —E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


Vv 


Prof. Roswell H. Johnson 


OST intelligent, well-informed people the world 

over, even the Orient, wish to space their children 

at suitable intervals. They are so determined in this that 
no laws yet devised succeed in forcing a natural family, 
which is about 18 children, upon them. However, re- 
pressive laws do succeed in making the desirable contra- 
ceptive materials more expensive and the desirable service 
not readily accessible to most people. Hence where there 
are legal obstacles to birth control we get a faulty distri- 
Continued on page 125 
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just how many people there are in this country whom 
they consider fit for parenthood? Do they know who 
these people are? And what is more what steps have 
they taken to encourage parenthood among them? It is 
the so-called upper classes that have gone farthest in 
avoiding the responsibilities of a family. This is a fact 
known to all. And what have the preventers of births 
done about it? Nothing; and it could not be expected 
that they would. Their goal is elimination not propaga- 
tion. 

In conclision, let Congress investigate with the greatest 
care every aspect of this problem before taking any un- 
considered action. Fully a decade of almost uninter- 
rupted congressional discussion preceded the enactment 
of the Federal reserve act. Before Congress set up the 
Farm Loan Board and the agricultural credit system it 
had exhaustive inquiries under its own auspices and sent 
experts to Europe and elsewhere to survey every scrap 
and fragment of statistical or other evidence. Yet these 
aspects of our public life, however important, were rela- 
tively specialized. Here, in this legislation Congress faces 
one of the most momentous issues that could conceivably 
affect the whole life and texture, economic, social, political, 
and cultural, of the American people. Congress is not 
to be expected to yield to every minority, however vigor- 
ously insistent it comes asking for action. On the con- 
trary, the qualities of leadership, which the theory of rep- 
resentative government invokes in situations of this sort, 
require that Congress take the matter in its own hands and 
relentlessly explore every phase of the population problem 
in its effect upon the economic life, the structure and trend 
of society, and the nature and prospects of the national 
ideals in this country: A proposal designed to legalize 
and certain to make universal the most antisocial traffic— 
with possibly one tion, namely, the white-slave trade 
—now carried on in defiance of our laws, should surely 
be approached by Congress only after the most thorough 
and objective investigation—E-tracts, see 1, p. 128. 


Vv 


Nat. Council of Catholic Women, N. J. 


E protest the passage of Senate 4582 because we 
believe it would: 


1. Practically remove all restrictions on the dissemina- 
tion of birth-control information and instrumentation. 

2. Constitute a national menace to our youth. 

3. In general be a menace to public health and morals. 


4. Open the floodgates to all kinds of pornography and 
obscene literature. 


5. Add immeasurably to the present obnoxious adver- 
tisements in magazines, newspapers, and store windows— 
which even now are arousing the curiosity of children. 

6. Lower ithe high standards set by many individual 
States. 

7. Add a burden to State authorities, particularly when 
State laws now forbid the use and sale of, contraceptives. 

Also, we believe that there is no real popular demand 
for this proposed legislation. 

We nes a federation of 114 organizations of the 
State of New Jersey.—E-tracts, see 3, p. 128. 
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President Hoover and the 71st Congress 


v v v 


HE time occupied by the Seventy-first Congress was 

about equally divided between the consideration and 
passage of genuinely important legislation and almost un- 
bridled indulgence in political strife. 


There were three sessions of the Seventy-first Congress. 
The first session began on April 15, 1929, Congress hav- 
ing been summoned into extra session by President Hoo- 
ver in a call issued on March 7 of that year for the pur- 
pose of considering farm relief legislation and revision 
of the tariff in the interests of the farmer. This session 
ended on November 22, 1929. 


The second session, which was the regular “long ses- 
sion,” began on December 2, 1929, and ended on July 3, 
1930. The third session, or regular “short session” began 
on December 1, 1930, and came to an end automatically on 
March 4, 1931. 


In addition to these there were two special sessions of 
the Senate. The first was called by the President on 
March 4, 1929, to confirm the nominations of the Cabinet 
members and a few other important nominations made by 
President Hoover immediately after his inauguration. 
This session lasted only twenty-four hours, from March 
4 to March 5. 


The second special session of the Senate was called by 
the President to consider the London Naval Treaty. This 
session met on July 7, 1930, and adjourned on July 21, 
after the treaty had been ratified. 


Vv 


As a rule the nine months between his inauguration on 
March 4 and the convening of Congress on the first Mon- 
day in the following December give a new President an 
cpportunity to adjust himself to the purely executive 
duties of his office withcut the need of immediately con- 
sidering his duties in relation to legislation. He and his 
cabinet thus have time to consider various problems and 
to prepare recommendations to the Congress at their 
leisure. There is always, of course. an immediate brief 
special session of the Senate to confirm the cabinet and 
other important nominations the President may be making, 
but legislation cannot be considered by the Senate alone. 


During the campaign of 1928, Mr. Hoover, as the Re- 
publican candidate for President, decided, upon the strong 
urgence of Senator William E. Borah of Idaho, that 
Congress should be called into extra session to consider 
measures to relieve the farmer. Accordingly, Mr. Hoo- 
ver announced that if elected President he would call an 
extra session to consider, first, a farm relief bill, and, 
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second, a revision of the tariff in the interests of the 
farmer. 


Thus it happened that within six weeks after President 
Hoover was inaugurated two of the most controversial 
political problems known to American history—two hardy 
perennials, as it were—were dumped into the national 
political cauldron before Mr. Hoover had become ad- 
justed to even the routine administrative work of the big- 
gest executive job in the world. These two problems were 
farm relief and the tariff. 

» 4 


The Administration plan for farm relief as set forth 
in the President’s message to Congress in April, 1929, 
provided for the creation of a Federal Farm Board to 
assist in the marketing of farm products. A bill carry- 
ing out the wishes of the President was promptly reported 
to the House from the Committee on Agriculture and 
promptly an effort was made to attach to the bill a pro- 
vision for the issue of a Government debenture to mer- 
chants exporting agricultural products in amount of one- 
half of the tariff on such products, such debentures to be 
redeemed by presentation for payment of import duties. 


This plan, backed by the National Grange, was de- 
feated in the House but the Senate Committee included 
it in the McNary farm relief bill as reported to the Sen- 
ate and the bill, incorporating this feature, was passed by 
the Senate in spite of a letter from President Hoover 
to Senator McNary disapproving it. 


When the farm relief bill reached conference, however, 
the House conferees refused to accept the debenture plan. 
The Senate conferees yielded and the conference report, 
minus the debenture provision, was finally agreed to by 
the Senate. 


When the tariff bill reached the floor of the House 
efforts were at once made to include the debenture plan in 
its provisions. Although failing in the House, these ef- 
forts were successful in the Senate. 


The debenture plan and a provision to do away with 
the flexible provisions of the existing tariff law, whereby 
the President, on his own initiative or upon recommenda- 
tion by the Tariff Commission may, by executive order, 
change existing duties to meet emergencies were both 
opposed by the President, with the result that they were 
stricken from the bill in conference. 

4 
In the meantime, however, the original plan to have 


tariff revision limited to the schedules affecting agricul- 
ture had gone glimmering. 
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The House Committee on Ways and Means, where all 
reventie-raising measures originate, undertook general re- 
vision from the outset and a general revision bill was re- 
ported 

The House passed the tariff bill on May 28, 1929. It 
was referred to the Senate Committee on Finance, which 
held hearings during the summer months. The House, 
under an agreement, took a recess, but the Senate re- 
mained in session with little or nothing to do except talk 
politics while awaiting the report on the tariff bill from 
the Committee on Finance. 


It was at this time that the coalition between the regular 
Democrats and the western Republicans in the Senate 
began to function. By degrees it gained solidarity and 
before the final vote on the tariff bill in the Senate was 
reached, it had become a fairly cohesive force under the 
leadership of Senator George W. Norris of Nebraska, 
who had bolted the Republican party in 1928 and de- 
clared for the Democratic national ticket. Senator Joseph 
T. Robinson, the Democratic leader in the Senate, was 
absent in London during the winter of 1930 as a delegate 
to the London Naval Conference and as the tariff fight 
waxed hot Senator Norris became, in effect, the leader, 
not only of the group of Republican Senators opposed to 
the Administration, but of the Democrats in the Senate 
as well. 


The coalition was successful in changing some of the 
tariff schedules on the floor of the Senate after the bill 
had come from committee; in writing into the bill a cur- 
tailment of the powers of the President under the flexible 
provisions of the existing law, and in including the farm 
debenture provision in the bill. Most of their advantages 
as to schedules were lost in conference, however, and the 
House conferees refused to yield to the Senate on the 
flexible provision and the debenture, both of which were 
finally stricken out. 


Whereas President Hoover won over Congress in the 
battle involving the farm relief, the battle over the tariff 
ended in a tie. The Senate coalition succeeded in re- 
vising many of the schedules but failed in its desires re- 
garding the export debenture and flexible provisions of 
the bill. 


Curiously enough no echoes of the tariff battle were 
heard in the Congressional campaigns of 1930. Repre- 
sentative Tilson of Connecticut, the Republican leader of 
the House, in a speech toward the close of the third ses- 
sion, in February, 1931, stated that so far as he could 
learn, after diligent personal inquiry among his fellow 
members of the House of both parties, the tariff had not 
been an issue in a single Congressional district. The 
Democrats and western Republicans have, however, con- 
tinued to attack the tariff record of the Administration. 


In the first session the Administration forces also were 
successful in passing a tax reduction measure affecting 
incomes for the year 1929 and a bill for the reapportion- 
ment of the representation in the House based on the 
census of 1930. The July, 1930, number of THE Con- 
GRESSIONAL DicEst carried a report of action by Congress 
on the President’s recommendations for the period of the 
first two sessions. 


WwW 
As bitter as had been the political battles of the first 


and second sessions, they were mild compared to those 
of the third session. The business slump following the 


Wall Street crash of October, 1929, plus the drought in 
many agricultural states in the summer of 1930, and the 
unemployment resulting from these causes furnished 
abundant opportunity for political warfare. 


Shortly before Congress assembled for the third session 
prominent ts, including the last three Demo- 
cratic Presidential candidates and Democratic leaders in 
the House and Senate issued a statement calling on the 
Democrats in Congress to cooperate with the Administra- 
tion in its efforts to work out relief problems. This 
plea, however, fell upon deaf ears. The Administration’s 
efforts to hold down relief appropriations to what it con- 
sidered adequate sums were bitterly fought by Demo- 
cratic Senators and Representatives. 


The Administration request for an appropriation of 
$150,000,000 for public works, to be immediately avail- 
able, was passed. The Administration recommended an 
appropriation of $30,000,000 to be loaned to farmers in 
the drought stricken areas for the purchase of farm sup- 
plies. This was passed by the House. The Senate raised 
the appropriation to $60; 000,000 with a provision that 
the loans could be used for the purchase of food for hu- 
man beings. A compromise providing for an appropria- 
tion of $45,000,000 was reached in conference, with the 
provision for food for humans eliminated. A few weeks 
later, however, Senator Joseph T. Robinson of Arkansas, 
the Democratic leader, offered an amendment to the In- 
terior Department appropriation bill for the appropria- 
tion of $20,000,000 for rehabilitation in the drought area, 


which was adopted. The Secretary of Agriculture ruled 
that this appropriation could be used for food. 


vW 


The next clash came over the bill to permit World 
War veterans to borrow up to 50 per cent of the face 
value of their adjusted service certificates. The Presi- 
dent vetoed this bill and it was passed over his veto. (See 
page 120 of this number.) 


While the Administration fought a losing fight to hold 
down the expenditure involved in these various relief 
measures, the insurgent Republican-Democratic coalition 
lost its fight for two of its pet measures—the Norris 
Muscle Shoais resolution and the Norris “lame duck” 
resolution. 


The Muscle Shoals resolution was vetoed by the Presi- 
dent and the Senate sustained the veto. The “lame duck” 
resolution, which provided for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, changing the dates of the 
inauguration of the President and Vice-President to 
cause them to enter their offices sooner after election, died 
in conference. 


Among the sharp contests were the battles over naval 
appropriations. Although the London Treaty was rati- 
fied, a bill by Representative Britten of Illinois, author- 
izing the appropriation of $70,000,000 to bring the Amer- 
ican navy up to the requirements of the London Treaty 
and one by Senator Hale of Maine, authorizing $90,- 
000,000 for the same purpose were blocked. Bills were 

, however, appropriating $30,000,000 to modernize 
three battleships and $10,000,000 for starting work on 
eleven destroyers. 

Other bills of general public interest that were passed 
were the Cutting amendment to the tariff bill liberalizing 
the customs laws providing for censorship of foreign 
books; the civil service retirement bill; the bill increasing 
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the minimum rate on Shipping Board loans for the con- 
struction of merchant vessels; bills and appropriations 
providing for the George Washington memorial celebra- 
tion in 1932; additional appropriations for flood control, 
public roads and various pension bills, bridge construc- 
tion bills and Indian bills. 


Among the bills to fail for lack of being brought to a 
vote in the last days of the final session were the Vestal 
bills for revision of the copyright laws and for changing 
the copyright design laws ; the maternity and infancy bill ; 
the bill to bar Russian convict-made goods; and the bill 
to reduce immigration quotas. The motor bus bill and 
the Capper-Kelly fair trade bill, both of which were 
passed by the House, died in the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. 


In spite of the fact that much time was spent on the 
discussion of prohibition in both houses nothing was done 
beyond the transfer of the prohibition enforcement func- 
tions from the Treasury to the Department of Justice 
and the repeal of some of the drastic provisions of the 
Jones “five and ten” law. The transfer act was initiated 
by the drys and the modification of the Jones law met 
with their approval. Much of the discussion of prohibi- 
tion was brought on by the publication of the Wickersham 
report, but Congress took no action on it. 


wv 


The question of hydro-electric power was the topic of 
a great deal of discussion in the Senate, during considera- 
tion of the Muscle Shoals resolution and in the debates 
over the nominations of members of the Federal Power 
Commission. After these nominations had been con- 
firmed and the appointees had taken the oath of office, the 
Commission dismissed two prominent employees. This 
caused the Senate to adopt a resolution offered by Senator 
Thomas Walsh of Montana asking the President to send 
back the nominations. This the President declined to do 
on the ground that the Senate was without Constitutional 
authority for its request. 


Following the President’s refusal to return the nomi- 
nations, the Senate adopted a resolution by Senator Walsh 
to put the nominations back on the calendar. The nomi- 
nations were then reconsidered and all were confirmed 
except the nomination of George Otis Smith, which was 
rejected. 


Another resolution by Senator Walsh was adopted 
directing the U. S. Attorney for the District of Columbia 
to bring suit on behalf of the Senate to test the right of 
Commissioner to continue tenure of office. The matter 
was placed in the hands of a subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary, composed of Senators Norris 
of Nebraska and Steiwer of Oregon, Republicans, and 
Senator Walsh, Montana, Democrat, with authority to 
employ special counsel. 


A political tinge to this controversy was noticed when 
the subcommittee announced the appointment of John W. 
Davis of West Virginia and New York, the Democratic 
candidate for President in 1924, as special counsel. Sub- 
sequently the subcommittee announced the appointment 
of Alexander J. Grosbeck of Detroit, a Republican, also 
as special counsel. No announcement had been made on 
March 20 as to when the suit will be filed. 


At the beginning of the third session there were many 
threats of forcing an extra session. The principal de- 
mands came from Senator Norris who intimated that an 
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extra session would be forced unless the Muscle Shoals 
and lame duck resolutions were passed and approved; 
from Senator Borah who demanded further farm relief 
legislation, and from some of the Democrats, if employ- 
ment dole bills were not passed. 


The regular Republicans were opposed to an extra ses- 
sion from the outset and in the closing weeks of the 
session, through the political and legislative skill of their 
leaders, they were enabled to effect various reconcilia- 
tions of opposing forces with the result that none of 
those who had threatened to force an extra session made 
efforts to do so, in spite of the fact that the measures 
they were demanding were not passed. 


The avoidance of an extra session was, in effect, a 
tribute to the art of politics in its best sense, since it in- 
volved the harmonizing of apparently hopelessly opposing 
forces. 


President Hoover’s Veto Record 


| Ds the period of the Seventy-first Congress, 
April 15, 1929-March 4, 1931, President Hoover 
vetoed 19 bills. Seven of these were given pocket vetoes. 
Twelve were accompanied by veto messages to Congress 
or, as in the case of the Wagner Federal employment 
agencies bill, which was vetoed after the close of the third 
session, by a statement setting forth the reasons for the 
veto. 

Only two of these measures were passed over the 
President’s veto by Congress, both involving large: ex- 
penditures from the U. S. Treasury. The first was the 
bill establishing a new basis for pensions for Spanish 
War Veterans and the second for the adjustment of the 
World War Veterans’ certificates. 

The veto of the latter. measure, the veto of the Muscle 
Shoals resolution and the veto of the Federal Employ- 
ment Service bill were the three that aroused the greatest 
public interest. Extracts from these three messages are 
given below. 

The Spanish War Veterans’ Pension Bill (S. 476) 
establishing a new basis for pension of Spanish \War 
Veterans, was passed by the Senate on April 1, 1959, 
without a record vote. It was amended and passed by the 
House on April 7, under suspension of rules, without a 
record vote. The Senate agreed to the House amend- 
ments. The President vetoed the bill on May 28, and on 
June 2, both Houses passed it over the veto, the Senate 
by a vote of 61 to 18; not voting, 17; and the House by 
a vote of 299 to 14; not voting, 115. 

The bill to increase the loan basis of World War vet- 
erans’ adjusted service certificates (H. R. 17054) was 
passed by the House on February 16, 1931. On a motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill, which requires a 
two-thirds vote, the vote was 363 to 39; not voting, 29. 
The bill was passed by the Senate on February 19, by a 
vote of 72 to 12; not voting, 12. 


The President vetoed the bill on February 26. The 
House, on Feb 26, voted to pass the bill over the 
veto by a vote of 328 to 79; not voting, 24. The Senate 
passed the bill over the veto on February 27 by a vote of 
76 to 17; not voting, 3. 
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The Norris Muscle Shoals resolution (S. J. Res. 49) 
was first passed by the Senate on April 4, 1930. In the 
House it was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, which substituted a bill providing for leasing of the 
Muscle Shoals projects instead of their operation by the 
Government, as provided in the Senate bill. The House 
passed the substitute measure on May 28, 1930, and the 
Senate, disagreeing to the House amendments, requested 
a conference. The measure went to conference on June 
4, 1930. 


After a long-drawn-out controversy a conference report 
was finally agreed upon. On February 20, 1931, the 
House adopted the conference report by a vote of 216 
to 153; present, 1; not voting, 61. On February 23, the 
Senate adopted the report by a vote of 55 to 28; not 
voting, 13. 


On March 3, President Hoover returned the resolution 
with his veto. On March 3, the Senate, on a motion to 
pass the bill over the veto, voted 49 to 34; not voting, 13. 
Since a two-thirds vote is required to override a veto the 
motion was lost and the veto was sustained. The failure 
to pass the bill over the veto in the Senate made it un- 
necessary for the House to vote. 


The Wagner bill creating a Federal employment service 
to operate in conjunction with state employment services 
was originally passed by the Senate on April 10, 1930. 
It was referred to the House Committee on the Judiciary 
which reported it with amendments. The bill, as amended, 
was passed by the House without a record vote on Feb- 
ruary 23, 1931, and the Senate, on February 24, accepted 
the House amendments, without a record vote. 


On March 7, three days after Congress had adjourned, 
the President vetoed the bill and issued a statement setting 
forth his reasons for the veto. 


The President’s Reasons for Veto 
of Soldier Bonus Lean Bill 


I RETURN herewith, without my approval, H. R. 17054, 
“An Act to increase the loan basis of adjusted services 
certificates.” 


In order that it may be clearly understood, I may re- 
view that the adjusted compensation act (bonus bill) 
passed on May 19, 1924, awarded to 3,498,000 veterans 
approximately $1,365,000,000 further compensation for 
war service. 


When the bonus act was passed it was upon the explicit 
understanding of the Congress that the matter was closed 
and the Government would not be called upon to make 
subsequent enlargements. It is now proposed to enlarge 
the loan rate to 50 per cent of the “face value,” at a low 
rate of interest, thus imposing a potential cash outlay upon 
the Government of about $1,700,000,000, if all veterans 
apply for loans, less about $330,000,000 already loaned. 
According to the Adminstrator of Veterans’ Affairs the 
probable number who will avail themselves of the privi- 


- lege under this bill will require approximately $1,000,000,- 


000. There not being a penny in the Treasury to meet 
such a demand, the Government must borrow this sum 


thro’ the sale of the reserve fund securities together 
with further issues or we must need impose further taxa- 
tion. 

The sole a made for the reopening of the bonus 
act is the claim that funds from the National Treasury 
should be provided to veterans in distress as the result of 
the drought and business depression. There are veterans 
unemployed and in need today in common with many 
others of our people. These, like the others, are being 
provided the basic necessities of life by the devoted com- 
mittees in those parts of the country affected by the de- 
pression or drought. 


The utility of this legislation as relief to those in dis- 
tress is far less than has been disclosed. The popular 
assumption has been that as the certificates average $1,000 
then each veteran can obtain $500 by way of a loan. In 
fact over 800,000 men will be able to borrow less than 
$200, and of these over 200,000 will be able to borrow 
only an average of $75. Furthermore, there are 100,000 
veterans whose certificates have been issued recently who 
under the proposed law will have no loan privilege until 
their certificates are two years old. This legislation would 
lead local committees and employers to assume that these 
veterans have been provided for by the Federal Treasury, 
“ thereby threatens them with greater hardships than 

ore. 

The breach of fundamental principle in this proposal 
is the requirement of the Federal Government to provide 
an enormous sum of money to a vast majority who are 
able to care for themselves and who are caring for them- 
selves. I know that most of these men do not seek these 
privileges, they have no desire to be presented to the 
American people as benefiting by a burden put upon the 
whole people. 


The principle that the Nation should give generous care 
to those veterans who are ill, disabled, in need or ia dis- 
tress, even though these disabilities do not arise from the 
war, has been fully accepted by the Nation. Together 
with war-risk insurance and the adjusted compensation, 
these services now total an annual expenditure of approx- 
imately $600,000,000 and under existing laws will increase 
to $800,000,000 per annum in a very few years for World 
War veterans alone. A total of five thousand millions of 
dollars has been expended upon such services since the 
war. 

It is argued that the distribution of the hundreds of 
millions of dollars proposed by this bill would stimulate 
business generally. We can not further the restoration 
of prosperity by borrowing from some of our people, 
pledging the credit of all of the people, to loan to some of 
our people who are not in need of the money. If the exer- 
cise of these rights were limited to expenditure upon ne- 
cessities only, there would be no stimulation to business. 
The theory of stimulation is based upon the anticipation 
of wasteful expenditure. It can be of no assistance in 
the return of real prosperity. If this argument of pro- 
ponents is correct, we should make Government loans to 
the whole people. 


It is represented that this measure merely provides 
loans against a future obligation and that, therefore, it 
will cost the American people nothing. That is an in- 
complete statement. A cost at once arises to the people 
when instead of proceeding by annual appropriation the 
Government is forced to secure a huge sum by borrowing 
or otherwise, especially in the circumstances of today 
when we are compelled in the midst of depression to make 
other large borrowings to cover deficits and refunding 
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operations. An increased rate of interest which the Gov- 
ernment must pay upon all long-term issues is inevitable. 
It imposes an additional burden of interest on the people 
which will extend through the whole teri of such loans. 


_ The need of our people.today is a decrease in the bur- 
den of taxes and unemployment, yet they (who include 
the veterans) are being steadily forced toward higher tax 
levels and lessened employment by such acts as this. We 
must not forget the millions of hard-working families in 
our country who are striving to pay the debts which they 
have incurred in acquiring homes and farms in endeavor 
to build protection for their future. They, in the last 
analysis, must bear the burden of increasing Government 
aid and taxes. It is not the rich who suffer. When we 
take employment and taxes from our people it is the poor 
who suffer. 


There is a very serious phase of this matter for the 
wives and children of veterans and to the future security 
of veterans themselves. Each of these certificates is an 
endowment insurance policy. Any moneys advanced 
against them, together with its interest, will be automati- 
cally deducted from the value of the certificates in case 
of death or upon maturity. No one will deny that under 
the pressures or allurements of the moment, many will 
borrow against these certificates for other than absolutely 
necessary purposes. The loss to many families means 
the destruction of the one safeguard at their most critical 
time. It can not be contended that the interests of the 
families of our country are conserved by either cashing 
or borrowing upon their life-insurance policies. 


I have no desire to present monetary aspects of the 
question except so far as they affect the human aspects. 
Surely it is a human aspect to transfer to the backs of 
those who toil, including veterans, a burden of those who 
by position and property can care for themselves. It is 
a human aspect to incur the danger of continued or in- 
creased unemployment. It is a human aspect to deprive 
women and children of protection by reckless use of an 
endowment policy. Our country is rich enough to do any 
justice. No country is rich enough to do an injustice. 


I regard the bill under consideration as unwise from 
the standpoint of the veterans themselves, and unwise 
from the standpoint of the welfare of all the people — 
Extracts. 


The President’s Reason for Veto 
of Muscle Shoals Resolution 


I RETURN herewith, without my approval, Senate 
Joint Resolution 49, “To provide for the national de- 
fense by the creation of a corporation for the operation 
of the Government properties at and near Muscle Shoals 
in the State of Alabama; to authorize the letting of the 
Muscle Shoals properties under certain conditions; and 
for other purposes.” 


This bill proposes the transformation of the war plant 
at Muscle Shoals, together with important expansions, 
into a permanently operated Government institution for 
the production and distribution of power and the manu- 
facture of fertilizers. 
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Disregarding for the moment the question of whether 
the Federal Government should or can manage a power 
and fertilizer manufacturing business, we should examine 
this proposal from the point of view of the probabilities 
of success as a business, even if efficiently managed. Such 
an analysis involves a consideration of the capital in- 
vested, the available commercial power, the operating 
costs, the revenue to be expected, and the profit and loss 
involved from this set-up. The figures and estimates 
given herein are furnished by the War Department upon 
the authority of the Chief of Engineers. 


The purpose of the bill is to provide production and 
wholesale distribution of surplus power and to give pref- 
erence to States, municipalities, and cooperative organ- 
izations. It further provides that the policy of the Gov- 
ernment must be to distribute the surplus power equitably 
amongst States, counties, and municipalities within trans- 
mission distance of Muscle Shoals and provides for the 
construction of transmission lines to effect this purpose. 
Such a transmission system for wholesale purposes only 
is estimated to cost $40,000,000. If it is proposed to sell 
power at retail to householders, then there would need be 
a great increase in the estimates of capital outlay and 
operation costs for such distribution. 


This territory is now supplied with power and to ob- 
tain such an income it would be necessary to take the 
customers of the present power companies. To secure 
these customers it would be necessary to undercut the 
rates now made by them. It is difficult to estimate the 
extent to which it would be necessary to go in such rate 
cutting in order to secure the business. In any event it 
would of course diminish estimated income and increase 
the losses. 


It is obvious that any estimate of income contains a 
large element of conjecture as the proportions of indus- 
trial and municipal load can not be foretold. But any 
estimate of the income of the project as set up by this 
legislation will show a loss. 


The plants at Muscle Shoals were originally built for a 
production of nitrates for use in war explosives. I am 
advised by the War Department that the very large de- 
velopment in the United States by private enterprise in 
the manufacture of synthetic nitrogen now affords an 
ample supply covering any possible requirements of war. 
It is therefore unnecessary to maintain this plant for 
any such purposes. 


This bill provides that the President for a period of 
12 months may negotiate a lease of the nitrate plants for 
fertilizer manufacture, but in failure to make such a lease 
the bill makes it mandatory upon the Government to manu- 
facture nitrogen fertilizers at Muscle Shoals. Inquiries 
have been made of the most responsbile and experienced 
concerns that might possibly undertake such lease and 
they have replied that under the conditions set out in the 
bill it is entirely impractical for them to make any bid. 
The leasing provision is therefore of no utility; it may 
at once be dismissed. 


The Department of Agriculture reports that these 
plants are now more or less obsolete and could not pro- 
duce the products for which they are constructed as cheaply 
as these products are now being sold in the wholesale 
mafkets. Therefore, it would be necessary to modernize 
the equipment at an unknown cost in millions. It can be 
stated with assurance that no chemical industry with its 
constantly changing technology and equipment, its intri- 

























































































































































































































































































































cate problems of sales and distribution, can be success- 
fully conducted by the Government. 


Although the bill provides for the management by three 
directors, the Congress must from the nature of our in- 
stitutions be the real board of directors and with all the 
disadvantages to a technical business that arise from a 
multitude of other duties, changing personnel, changing 
policies, and regional interests. 


We are supposed to appoint business administrators on 
the basis of their beliefs rather than their experience and 
competency. These directors are manifestly to have a 
political complexion and apparently the entire working 
force is likewise to have such a basis of selection, as the 
usual provision for the merit service required by law in 
most other Federal activities is omitted. Three men able 
to conduct a one hundred and fifty million dollar business 
can not be found to meet these specifications. 


I am firmly opposed to the Government entering into 
any business the major purpose of which is competition 
with our citizens. For the Federal Government’ delib- 
erately to go out to build up and expand such an occasion 
to the major purpose of a power and manufacturing busi- 
ness is to break down the initiative and enterprise of the 
American people; it is destruction of equality of oppor- 
tunity amongst our people; it is the negation of the ideals 
upon which our civilization has been based. The power 
problem is'not to be solved by the Federal Government 
going into the power business, nor is it to be solved by 
the project in this bill. The remedy for abuses in the 
conduct of that industry lies in regulation. I hesitate to 
contemplate the future of our institutions, of our Govern- 
ment, and of our country if the preoccupation of its offi- 
cials is to be no longer the promotion of justice and equal 
opportunity but is to be devoted to barter in the markets. 
That is not liberalism, it is degeneration. This bill dis- 
tinctly proposes to enter the field of powers reserved to 
the States. It would deprive the adjacent States of the 
right to control rates for this power and would deprive 
them of taxes on property within their borders and would 
invade and weaken the authority of local government. 

The immediate effect of this legislation would be that 
no other development of power could take place on the 
Tennessee River with the Government in that field. There 
are many other objections ‘which can be raised to this bill, 
of lesser importance but in themselves a warranty for its 
disapproval ‘These criticisms are directed to the project 
as set up in this bill; they are not directed to the possi- 
bilities of a project denuded of uneconomic and unsound 
provisions nor is it a reflection upon the value of these 
resources. 

I would suggest that the States of Alabama and Ten- 
nessee who are the ones primarily concerned should set 
up a commission of their own representatives together 
with a representative from the national farm organiza- 
tions and the Corps of Army Engineers; that there be 
vested in that commission full authority to lease the plants 
at Muscle Shoals in the interest of the local community 
and agriculture generally. 

The Federal Government should, as in the case of 
Boulder Canyon, construct Cove Creek Dam as a regu- 
latory measure for the flood protection of the Tennessee 
Valley and the development of its water resources, but 
on the same bases as those imposed at Boulder Canyon. 
On this basis the Federal Government will have cooper- 
ated to place the question into the hands of the people 
primarily concerned. It would get a war relic out of 
politics and into the realm of service.—E-tracts. 


The President’s Reasons for Veto of 
Employment Agency Bill 


I HAVE given earnest study to the so-called Wagner 
bill for improvement of public employment agencies, in 
an effort to find a method to make it of use in the present 
employment situation. I find upon study, however, that 
if I would prevent a serious blow to labor during this 
crisis, I should not approve the bill. 


I have repeatedly urged a proper extension of public 
employment agencies, but this bill, unfortunately, abol- 
ishes the whole of the present well-developed Federal em- 
ployment service and proposes, after certain requirements 
are complied with, to set up an entirely new plan by sub- 
sidies to the States from the Federal Treasury. 


And even were there no other objections to the plan, 
it cannot be made effective for many months or even years. 
It is not only changing horses while crossing a stream, 
but the other horse would not arrive for many months. 
This situation alone required that legislation be deferred, 
as it will not help in emergency but will do great damage. 


The fundamental questions involved also require more 
consideration. This bill proposes, as I have said, to de- 
stroy the Federal employment service in the Department 
of Labor, which has developed out of many years of ex- 
perience, and to substitute for it forty-eight practically 
independent agencies, each under State control, the Fed- 
eral Government paying for them as to 50 per cent and 
based, not upon economic need of the particular state, but 
upon mathematical ratio to population. 


On the other hand, the existing Federal employment 
service is today finding places of employment for men and 
women at the rate of 1,300,000 per annum. It cooperates 
and coordinates with the service already established by 
some thirty States. It applies its energies to interstate 
movements, and, being a mobile service, it concentrates 
upon the areas in need. 


Beyond this, however, the present Federal service has 
special divisions devoted to the planting and harvest move- 
ment in agriculture and a special organization for veterans. 


There is no provision for the continuation of these two 
very important special services under the new plan and 
the interstate quality of the Federal service is destroyed. 


In any event, the bill requires effective action by the 
Legislatures and Governors of the various States at a 
minimum time requiring so long a period for its estab- 
lishment as to be of no purpose in this emergency and 
there is, therefore, ample time to consider the whole of 
the questions involved. 


There is no financial loss to labor in allowing this bill to 
lapse. While the bill provides for $1,500,000 expendi- 
ture over the next fifteen or sixteen months, one-half of 
it would be absorbed in relieving one-half the present ex- 
penditure of the States without any additional service on 
their part. 

On the other hand, the present Federal service has 
available over the next fifteen or sixteen months nearly 

Continued on page 126 
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Republican National Committee 
- Senator Fess, Chairman 


HE leaders of the Republican party are tremendously 
proud of the record of accomplishment that has been 
made within the past two years. 


The Nation has had to meet and resist tidal waves of 
economic change and pressure which originated far from 
our own shores and which overthrew not only parties but 
entire systems of government. To escape unscathed here 
was impossible; to relieve and rebuild was not only pos- 
sible but has been actually accomplished in America, with- 
out any real impairment of our fundamental economic 
structure. 


It would be too much to hope for exemption when all 
the world is involved. True, we have unempioyment ; too 
much of it. But is that a new and crushing liability, and 
one particularly chargeable to Republican administration? 
Here are the words of another Ohio Senator: 


“Last week I was in the city of Cincinnati. Upon in- 
quiry I found that the shops there were only running 
about 40 per cent of their capacity. There is not an in- 
dustrial center in the State of Ohio or in western Penn- 
sylvania or in New York or Illinois that is not very seri- 
ously affected by nonemployment. * * * I found that in 
the city of Toledo already there had been bread lines of two 
thousand a day; I sent out a questionnaire and word comes 
back that 40 per cent of the working men of the country 
are out of employment.” 


Those statements were made 10 years ago in January, 
1921, by Senator Atlee Pomerene, a distinguished Demo- 
crat and a close friend of Woodrow Wilson. They re- 
ferred to conditions then existing, as the Wilson admin- 
istration drew to a close. 


Nowhere has there been more emphasis, political and 
otherwise, on unemployment than in New York. Yet in 
1930, New York led the Nation in average savings in 
banks of that type, with $847.16 compared with $810.11 
the year before. And all over the country in 1930 savings 
deposits increased approximately $1,000,000,000. Fur- 
thermore, the number of savings depositors increased by 
more than 500,000 last year. 

Let us examine now the Republican Party’s record two 
years after it was again given the responsibility of direct- 
ing the Nation’s affairs. 

Continued on next page 
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- Representative Byrns, Chairman 


DJOURNMENT of the Seventy-first Congress, 

which also marked the mournful end of the first 
half of Mr. Hoover’s term as Chief Executive, left the 
legislative battleground littered with broken and battered 
administration promises. The measure of actual achieve- 
ment compared with the promises of performance is piti- 
fully paltry. Advertised in the campaign preceding his 
election as “the best equipped man ever offered for the 
Presidency by any political party,” as indeed being a 
veritable worker of economic miracles who would lead 
the country along the high road of prosperity and happi- 
ness until we reached the Utopian state in which the poor- 
house would become only a memory, President Hoover’s 
administration has the most tragic peace time — 
in the country’s political annals. 


It is generally admitted that the year 1930 brought to 
American industry, including agriculture, and to the 
American people as a whole the most serious distress ever 
experienced during any period of peace in the history of 
the Republic. Economic values shrunk to such a degree 
that the losses involved probably equalled or exceeded 
one-third the total national wealth, estimated at something 
like 350 billion dollars. 


Whatever the degree of responsibility of the Hoover 
administration for the crisis which came upon the coun- 
try following the stock market panic of 1929 the admin- 
istration can not point with truth nor certainty to a single 
constructive effort on its own part which in any degree 
lessened the seriousness of the situation, or in any sub- 
stantial degree alleviated the misery from which a people 
have been suffering. 


In years gone by the Republican party has always posed 
as the party of prosperity, as the only party fit or with 
the capacity to govern. President Hoover lent himself 
to this fiction, and in the campaign of 1928 he gave his 
guarantee that if the people would but elevate him to the 
Presidency and continue his party in power, they would 
ere long reach that goal when poverty would be banished 
from the land. 


From the peak of the inflation in September, 1929, to 
December, 1930, the shrinkage in security values was not 


“less than eighty billion dollars. The reduction in industrial 


output in 1929 was $14,000,000,000 and the tremendous 
Continued on next page 
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It is a record for which no apology is needed. The 
party’s liabilities, after the 1928 election consisted of cer- 
tain definite pledges contained in its platform of that year. 


Fess Cont'd 


The promises were to reduce taxes when conditions 
warranted such action; to adjust the tariff to maintain 
the American standard of living; to arrange for payment 
of the debts owed to America by foreign nations; to aid 
our farmers in the marketing of their products; and to 
provide adequate relief for disabled war veterans. 


Without exceptions, those promises have been fulfilled. 


Taxes were reduced to the extent of $160,000,000 a 
year. Despite protracted Democratic opposition and ob- 
struction, resulting in a year’s delay largely responsible 
for the unsettlement of business, the tariff was revised 
to furnish agriculture with a proper measure of protec- 
tion and to safeguard the domestic market for the prod- 
ucts of American farms and factories. The Federal Farm 
Poard was established and supplied with $500,000,000 to 
assist in creating a new and better marketing system. Debt 
settlements were effected with France, Germany, and 
Austria. Better hospital and medical facilities and in- 
creased disability compensation. 


Mr. Hoover had not previously held elective office. He 
was what the political leader might term an “amateur in 
politics”—though not in statesmanship. His ability as 
an executive and administrator had been thoroughly tested 
and proved during the World War and afterwards as a 
Member of the Cabinet. Yet his lack of first-hand politi- 
cal experience as a manipulator of the party machinery 
made him an exceedingly tempting target for those in 
press or forum who were expert in impaling political 
cpponents. 


It will not be disputed that no President in recent times 
has been confronted by more difficult problems than he 
has met in these two years. Mr. Hoover inherited a cleav- 
age of long standing in his own party. The economic 
problems of the whole world, as they affected and involved 
our wide-flung interests, were laid on his doorstep. The 
heavens refused to rain on a section of the country that 
had already suffered and been impoverished by too much 
water a few years previous. A new concept of govern- 
ment—involving the support of the people by the Gov- 
ernment instead of the support of the Government by the 
people—was being constantly promoted by those who ap- 
pealed to the self-interest of their audiences. Because he 
refused to yield he was openly charged as being hard- 
hearted by men who knew that the world recugnized him 
as the most humane personality in the world today. 


Systematic campaigns were carried on to bring about 
relinquishment of our just claim of billions of dollars 
loaned to foreign countries when they were in dire peril. 
It was urged upon the President that this would promote 
our own prosperity by increasing foreign purchasing 
power—ignoring and disregarding the fact that our own 
people were obliged to repay billions of dollars in the 
form of war-time bonds. A policy of “reduce taxes, in- 
crease , issue bonds, borrow from Peter to 
pay Paul,” was urged by those who wanted to win votes 
by gifts to constituencies regardless of ultimate financial 
consequences to the Nation. “Stop or slow up paying 
the war debt” was another proposition advocated by those 
who thought only of the immediate political advantage. 

Continued on next page 
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unemployment throughout the year would indicate that 
the reduction was probably more than that. It is easily 
demonstrable that the loss due to unemployment among 
wage earners was well in excess of ten billions of dollars. 


Deploring the wholesale unemployment situation, Presi- 
dent Green of the American Federation of Labor con- 
demned the Federal administration for its failure to com- 
prehend the seriousness of the situation and its “inex- 
cusable delay” in starting a national work project. 


Farm crops in the United States in 1930 had a value 
of $2,400,000,000 less than the value of the same crops 
produced in 1929. This shrinkage in farm crop value— 
amounting to $400 per farm family—was not due to de- 
creased acreage or to decreased production, but almost 
entirely was occasioned by lower prices for farm products. 


In its 1928 platform the Republican party pledged it- 
self to the development and enactment of measures which 
would place the agricultural interests of America on a 
basis of economic equality with other industries to insure 
its prosperity. What did the Hoover administration ‘do 
besides placing agriculture on an equality of distress with 
other industries? It passed the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill, 
and it passed the act under which the Federal Farm Board 
was created. This board was appointed in July, 1929, and 
since that time Congress has given it $500,000,000 with- 
out hint or hindrance as to what it should do with it or 
how it should be expended, saving only that it use the 
money to solve the problem of the farmer and end his dis- 
tress. 


Despite this huge sum placed at the disposal of a board 
endowed with unprecedented authority, the farm crops of 
1930 were worth less by nearly two and a half billion dol- 
lars than those of 1929. From January, 1930, to January, 
1931, the index of the general level of farm prices, as re- 
ported by the Federal Farm Bureau of Agricultural Eco- 
nomics, dropped 40 points, the lowest level since 1912, the 
last year of the Taft administration. 


Another heavy loss sustained by the country during the 
tragic year 1930 was its foreign trade, which fell off, as 
compared with 1929, by $2,737,780,000, or approximately 
two and three-quarter billion dollars. Exports declined 
during the year by $1,399,788,000, and imports by $1,- 
337,992,000. In January of this year there was a further 
slump of $287,000,000 in foreign trade. 


The greatest single factor contributing to this disastrous 
loss of trade must be conceded to be the Hawley-Smoot 
tariff bill which President Hoover signed, in great haste, 
with what amounted to an apology that it was better to 
end the existing uncertainty by signing a bad bill than 
to keep the country in suspense as to the sort of a tariff 
bill that would finally be enacted. 


When ihe voice of distress was pitched the highest, fre- 
quent statements were issued from the White House to 
the effect that the worst was over. On January 21, 1930, 
a White House statement said that “the tide of employ- 
ment all over the country has changed in the right direc- 
tion.” Six months later the chairman of the President’s 
own committee on employment found the number of per- 
sons then out of work to be almost double the number of 
unemployed admitted by the administration at the time 
the President was saying unemployment was being “shame- 
fully exaggerated.” 

Continued on next page 
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Many a man with much more experience in public office, 

with much more political experience that Mr. Hoover, 
_might have been led from the path of duty and right by 
such urgings, such pleas, such arguments, such threats of 
political reprisal and vengeance for failure to-take heed. 
Party disruption was threatened, attempted. On every 
side President Hoover was surrounded by critics and ene- 
mies. Systematic, commercialized villification was prac- 
ticed. 

Through all the glamor and confusion of attack Mr. 
Hoover has steered a straight course, guided by two bea- 
cons—his sense of right and of public duty and the fun- 
damental principles of the party that has endured 70 years 
in a position of leadership. 


Charged against Mr. Hoover as a liability is the busi- 
ness depression and unemployment. But has any Presi- 
dent ever dealt more broadly, effectively, and successfully 
with a similar unavoidable condition? Nation-wide or- 
ganization of industry and labor was made to minimize 
distress and speed the day of recovery. Strikes and lock- 
outs have been reduced to one-tenth the level reached in 
the last previous economic adjustment. Wages have been 
held to a high level; hours of work per day kept from 
extension and even shortened. Relief agencies have been 
better organized, better supplied with funds, than ever 
before. 


Against the insidious and persistent effort to make the 
Government every man’s keeper, President Hoover has 
taken a firm stand with such words as these; words that 
have guided his own action despite criticism and savage 
attack : 


“The true growth of the Nation is the growth of char- 
acter in its citizens. The spread of government destroys 
initiative and thus destroys character. Character is made 
in the community as well as in the individual by assuming 
responsibilities, not by escape from them. Carried to its 
logical extreme all this shouldering of individual and 
community responsibility upon the Government can lead 
but to the superstate, where every man becomes the servant 
of the State and real liberty is lost. Such was not the 
government that Lincoln sought to build.” 


And so, as the first half of his first term of office ends, 
President Hoover’s own strength of character, of will, of 
determination is more apparent than ever before—E-x- 
tracts, see 4, p. 128. 
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Undoubtedly the President believed what he said, for 
it is a matter of record that instead of the government 
taking the lead at that time in speeding up public works, 
it lagged behind. Appropriations which were made by 
the Republican Congress on the recommendation of the 
Republican President for public construction were actu- 
ally almost $26,000,000 less than made for similar pur- 
poses during the last preceding year. It was not until 
the wolf of hunger and starvation appeared at the door 
of millions of American homes that the President or 
anybody identified with his administration came forward 
with a suggestion that a single extra dollar be expended 
poy federal construction program.—E-xtracts, see 10, p. 
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Prof. Roswell H. Johnson (Pro) 
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bution with the well-informed having a smaller number 
of children than the less well-informed, because the latter 
do not practice effective birth control because they can not 
get the information. 


We have in our country as in all countries a large 
number of idiots, imbeciles and feeble-minded—a number 
so large that in spite of heavy expenditure in my State, 
we have three large institutions all with long waiting lists. 
Sterilization is a great aid in California, but in other 
States there is little or none done. With States failing 
to provide enough institutions and refusing to authorize 
sterilization, we must depend on birth control to help re- 
duce the rate of reproduction of the unfit. 


Let the repressive Federal and State laws be repealed 
and amended and you will find the size of the families in 
the several sections of the population approaching much 
nearer equality, thus arresting the retrogression of our 
population now taking place. 


We ask Congress therefore to rectify this obscolescent 
piece of dysgenic law. It is a plain case of the law falling 
far behind the opinion and practice not only of the expert 
but also the practices of most people—E-tracts, see 1, 
p. 128. 
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The President’s Reasons for Veto 
of Employment Agency Bill 
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$1,000,000 for the conduct of its agencies, which are being 
rapidly expanded through the emergency appropriations. 

I am asking the Secretary of Labor to cooperate with 
the various interested organizations to draft a plan for 
presentation to the next session of Congress which will 
avoid the difficulties presented by this bill. 


* * * * 


A PROGRAM looking toward the extension of Federal 
employment services was initiated on March 12, by Presi- 
dent Hoover. 

The appointment of John R. Alpine, of New York, a 
former vice president of the American Federation of 
Labor, as special assistant to Secretary Doak to handle 
the employment service was announced. 

The President also said the sezvice would be extended 
to include the following workers: Mining, building, metal 
trades, transportation, needle trades, textiles, office and 
mercantile, seamen and longshoremen. 

“In addition to the extension of the Federal Employ- 
ment Service in these directions, which are interstate in 
character, and which will be set up in cooperation with 
the existing public agencies, it is proposed that an exten- 
sive study of the whole question of free public employ- 
ment agencies shall be made, both in the United States 
and abroad,” President Hoover said. 

The President has available for the project $500,000 
appropriated by the recent Congress, in addition to the 
usual $380,000 per year.—E-tracts from an Associated 
Press dispatch. 


Action by 71st Congress on 
President’s Recommendations 
Air Mail expansion. Provided for. 
Alien Criminals. Strengthening of deportation laws to get rid 
of alien criminals. Failed. 
Border Patrol. Consolidation of the various agencies engaged 


in prevention of smuggling of liquor, narcotics, merchandise and 
aliens over the frontiers into a border patrol. Failed. 


Boulder Dam. Funds for Boulder Dam project. Provided. 
Census. Provision for a decennial census. Enacted. 


Conservation. Funds to defray expense of commission on Con- 
servation of Public Domain. Provided. 


Drought. Appropriations to Department of Agriculture to be 
loaned for seed and feed for animals in drought areas. Enacted. 


Emergency construction fund. Provided $118,000,000. 


Farm Relief through creation of a Federal Farm Board and 
ward revision of agricultural rates in the tariff bill. nee 


2 an Courts. Relief of congestion in the Federal Courts. 
ed. 


Foreign Debts. French debt settlement. Ratified. 
Health. Federal aid to State and local services for health of chil- 
dren. Failed. 


Immigration. Sus — gd of national origins clause in the Im- 
migration act of 1 


Income tax reduction (1929). Enacted. 


Limitation of Armament. Ratification of London Naval Treaty 
by Senate. Ratified. 

Merchant Marine. Increased support of Merchant Marine. 

gt funds appropriated through the additional expenditure 

only million a year in mail contracts 470,000 tons of new Ameri- 
can merchant ships will be constructed by private companies. 

Power. Reorganization of Federal Power Commission. Ap- 
proved. 


Prisons. Appropriations for construction of Federal prisons. 
Provided. 


Prisons. Construction of new prisons and reorganization of 
parole and probation systems in Federal prisons. Provided. 
Pr a ition. Transfer of prohibition to Justice Department. 

nacted, 

Public Buildings. 
Appropriations made. 

Radio. Reorganization of Federal Radio Commission. <Ap- 
proved. 

Railway Consolidation. Legislation to simplify and expedite 
consolidation methods for railroads. Not acted upon, but through 
Presidential mediation an agreement was reached among the four 
eastern trunk lines for a consolidation. 

Reapportionment of representation in the House according to 
population. Enacted. 

Rivers and Harbors. Increased rivers and harbors appropria- 
tions. Appropriations made. 

Tariff revision to aid industry, with flexible provisions, and re- 
organization of tariff commission. Enacted. 

Veterans. Coordination of all veterans’ activities under Veterans’ 
administration. Enacted. 

War Claims. Settlement of war claims and debts between U. S., 
Germany and Austria. Enacted. 

World Court. Adherence to World Court Protocols. 
(Treaties carry over from one Congress an another). 


Increased public building appropriations. 


Pending 


A Summarized Statement of 
the Work of the 71st Congress 


Durinc the Seventy-first Congress 17,373 bills and resolutions 
were introduced of which 7,502 were passed. Included in the bills 

were 5,987 private ion bills which were incorporated 
into 9 omnibus ion bills. This reduced the official total of 
laws passed to 1 

The 1,524 laws sened sg divided as ers: House bills, 
932; House joint resolutions, 99; Senate bills, 449; Senate joint 
resolutions, 4. 

The House passed 1,430 House bills and resolutions and 500 Sen- 
ate bills and resolutions. The House 384 House bills, 12 
House joint resolutions, 9 Senate bills and joint resolutions which 
did not become laws. 

There were introduced —, the se = higea 6,279 bills, 265 joint 
resolutions, 41 concurrent reso! and 495 simple resolutions. 
The Senate passed 811 vag lls and 77 joint resolutions. The 
Senate passed 395 Senate bills and resolutions which did not be- 
come laws. Of this number 54 were indefinitely postponed in the 
House -scooer g-mgd House bills had become la’ fi 


laws, 243 
number of House bills which had been reported 
and which were laid on the table to facilitate the enactment of the 
legislation. 
The President transmitted to the House 123 messages. 
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This Month’s Contributors 


v 


Mirs. MARGARET SANGER, National Chairman, Committee 
of Federal Legislation for Birth Control, founder of birth control 
movement in United States, which she has conducted since 1912. 


WiuaM FREDERICK MONTAVON, assistant executive 
secretary, National Catholic Welfare Conference. 


RapsBI SIDNEY GOLDSTEIN, Associate Rabbi of Free Syn- 
agogue of New York. Professor of Social Service, Jewish Insti- 
tute of Religion of New York City. 


MARY T. NORTON, United States Representative, New Jer- 
sey, D., first woman elected to Congress by Democratic party. 
Member of Congress since 1924. 


ProrFessor ROSWELL JOHNSON, Teacher of Eugenics, 
University of Pittsburgh. 


CHARLES F. DOLLE, executive secretary, National Council 
of Catholic Men. ~ 


Mirs. DOUGLAS MOFFAT, Chairman of Legislative Com- 
mittee of the Junior League of the City of New York. 


Dr. GEORGE HERMANN DERRY, President of Marygrove 
College, Detroit, Michigan. 


Dr. HARRY EMERSON FOSDICK, pastor of Riverside 
Church, New York City. Professor of Practical Theology at 
Union Theological Seminary, New York City. 


Miss AGNES G. REGAN, Executi se 
Council of Catholic Women. ve Secretary, National 


Dr. J. WHITRIDGE WILLIAMS, Obstetrician in Chief, 
Johns Hopkins University and Hospital. 


REVEREND JONES I. CORRIGAN, S. J., Professor of 
Sociology, Boston College. 


REVEREND CHARLES FRANCIS POTTER, clergyman, 
author, and former Professor of Comparative Religion. Former 
pastor, respectively, of Baptist, Unitarian, and Universalist 
churches. 


Mirs. RITA McGOLDRICK, LL.D., president, International 
Federation of Catholic Alumnae. 


Guy IRVING BURCH, Secretary, Committee on Birth Regu- 
lation and Cooperation with Physicians; and Secretary, Popular 
Reference Bureau, American Eugenic Society. 


Dr. HOWARD KELLY, Professor Emeritus of Gynecology, 
Johns Hopkins University. 


BisHop JOHN J. DUNN, Vicar General and Bishop Auxiliary 
of the Diocese of New York. 


THE REV. DR. FREDERICK H. KNUBEL, New York, 
President, United Lutheran Churches of America. 


THE REV. CHARLES E. COUGHLIN, pastor, Shrine of the 
Little Flower, Detroit, Michigan. 
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. Statement of Ownership 


(Required by Act of Congress, August 24, 1912) 


Of Tue Concressionat Dicest, published monthly (except for 
=~ of July and August), at Washington, D. C., for April 1, 
Before me, a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, 
City of Washington, personally appeared Alice Gram Robinson 
who, having been duly sworn according to law, deposes and says 
she is the he Editor, Publisher and Owner of THE CONGRESSIONAL 
Dicest and that the following is, to the best of her knowledge and 
belief, a true statement of the ownership, management, etc., of the 
aforesaid arp ony for the date shown in the above caption, 
required hy the Act of August 24, 1912, embodied in Section 443, 
Postal Laws and Regulations, to-wit: 
. That the names and addresses of the publishers, editors, man 


aging Se and business managers are: Alice Gram Robinson 
and N. T. N. Robinson, Munsey Building, Washington, D. C. 

2. That the owner is: Alice Gram Robinson, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

3. That the known bondholders, mortgagors, and other security 
holders owning or holding one per cent or more of total amount 
of bonds, mortgages, or other securities are (if there are none, so 
state). None. N. T. N. Rostnson, 

Signature of Editor. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this twenty-seventh day of 
March, 1931. 

Frank E. Exper, Notary Public. 
My commission expires April. 23, 1931. 





-— This Month’s Sources v 


1—Hearings, Subcommittee, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
on S. 4582, February 13 and 14, 1931. 

2—Editorial, The Outlook and Independent, June 19, 1929. 

3—Letter published in Congressional Record, February 14, 1931. 

4—Congressional Record, March 5, 1931. 

5—Press Statement, Democratic National Committee, March 9, 
1931. 


6—Report of Committee on Marriage and the Home approved by 
the Administrative Committee of the Federal Council of the 
Churches of Christ in America, March 20, 1931. 
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7—Statement published in Congressional Record, March 4, 1931. 

8—Press Statement, New York Times, March 21, 1931. 

9—Associated Press dispatch from Detroit, Mich., March 22, 1931. 

10—Press Statement from Democratic National Committee, March 
9, 1931. 


11—From leaflet-—“One Hundred Years of Birth Control,” pub- 
lished by American Birth Control League, New York City. 

12—From leafiet-—“Laws Concerning Birth Control in the U. S.,” 
published by the Committee on Federal Legislation for Birth 
Control, New York City. 




















A Selected List of Live National Issues 
for Debate Material 


Available in Congressional Digest Numbers 
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A Complete Discussion of One Question in Every Number 
With Facts and Pro and Con Arguments 


v v 
1. The Wagner Pian for Federal-State Employment Agencies 
2. Should the Federal Government Operate Muscle Shoals? 
3. The Debenture Plan for the Relief of the Farm Problem 
4. The Question of Federal Regulation of Chain Stores 
5. Proposal to Change Sessions of Congress, etc. 
6. Should the United States Adopt the Metric System? 
7. Should the United States Adopt a Thirteen Month Calendar? 
8. Should the United States Jury System be Modified? 
9. Should there be a Uniform Marriage and Divorce Law? 
10. Is a Third Term for President of the United States Sound? 


q As an Aid to Debate Coaches in Preparing Their Programs, the 
Digest Offers the Above Ten Numbers for $4.00 (Regular Price $7.50). 
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Proposed Philippine Independence 


How Unele Sam Acquired the Philippines 
Their Preseot Ferm of Government 
Are Filipinos Ready for Independence? 
The Catting Proposal for Independence 
The Philippines and the American Tariff 
Pro and Con Discussion of Points at Issue 
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